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JGHLIGHTSi  Both  Houses  received  'Presidents  message  recommending  shipment  of  surplus 
wheat  to  Pakistan*  House  Rules  Comifutteo  cleared  trade  agreements  extension  bill* 
Senate  completed  final  congressional  Action  on  3^0  supolemantal  appropriation  bill* 
Sen0  Aiken  introduced  bill  amending  wheat  marketing  lawo  Sen®  Humphrey,  introduced 
and  discussed  bill  to  increase  carryover\and  acreage  allotments  for  corn  and  wheat* 
Sen*  Aiken,  and  Reps.  Hope,  et  al,  introdb^eybills  to  transfer  surplus  wheat  to  Paki¬ 
stan*  Rep*  Hagen,  et  al,  introduced  bills  Establishing  3“yPar  base7  for  determining 
cotton  quotas,  and  Rep.  Hagen  discussed  thpsb.  bills *  Sen0  Morse  introduced  and., dis¬ 
cussed  measure  to  provide  timber  access  ryadse,,  Senate  conferees  were  appointed  on 
economic  controls  bill.  Senate  debated  Treasury- Post  Office  appropriation  bill* 

‘SENATE  ’’ 

1*  ECONOMIC  CONTROLS,  Sens*  Capelyhrt,  Bricker,  Beripett, ' Bush,  Laybank,  Fulbright, 
and  Robertson  were  appointeci/as  conferees  on  S,  1081,  authorizing  temporary 
economic  controls  (p®  6531-^5)®  House  conferees  ftqye  not  yet  been  appointed* 

t  t 

2#  APPROPRIATIONS*  Adopted  tfie  conference  report  on  H.R«  J4.66I4 ,  third  supplemental 
appropriation  bill  for  2:95)3  (p£  6^39)®  This  bill  vdlltiow 'be  sent  to  the  Presi¬ 
dent*  The  bill  includes  the  following  items  for  this  Department:  ■  3,150,000 
(to  be  derived  by  transfer  from  any  other  appropriations  available  to  the  De¬ 
partment)  to  begin /formulation  of '  acreage-allotment  and  marketing-quota  pro¬ 
grams  on  wheat  ar ks  cotton;  05<>OOO,OOO  for  construction  of  timber  access  reads 
to  permit  removal' of  insect-infested  and  insect-killed  trees  irKMontana  and 
Idaho;  and  C 7 5^60 ,000  for  the  rural  telephone  loan  program, 

‘-  Began  debate' on  H®R0  5l7Ua  Treasury- Post  Office  appropriation\bill  for 

195L  -(pp,  6539-10,  6512-16,  6519-51,  6551), 

\ 

3#  RECLAMATION®  'The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  reported  without  amend¬ 
ment  Sy2097,  to  increase  to  133  million  the  authorization  for  construction  of 
the  EkZutna  Project,  Alaska  (S0  Rept.  383)  (pp,  6197-93).  \. 

received  an  Oklahoma  Legislature  resolution  requesting  that  gas-production 
companies  in  the  Guymon-Hugoton  field  be  permitted  to  deliver  natural  gas  to 
dgation  farmers  in  the  area  to  help  alleviate  drought  vdthout  being  classi- 
Led  as  a  utility  company  (p*  61*91  )e 

1</H01JSING,  The  Banking  and  Currency’  Committee  reported  with  amendments  S*  1993,  to 
amend  the  National  Housing  Act  and  the  Servicemen!s  Readjustment  Act  of  1911 
with  respect  to  maximum  interest  rates  (S«  Rept,  386)  (p.  6195)* 
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5* *  SMALL  BUSINESS.  The  Ryles  and  Administration  Committee  .reported  a  resolution  in¬ 
creasing  the  limit  of  expenditures  for  the  Select  Committee  on  Giiall  Business 

(p9  61*95)*  * 


6,  SUGAR;  FOREIGN  TRADE®  Revived  .the  treaty ,,  dated  Aug.  31,'  1952,  prolonging  the 
international  agreement  regarding  regulation  and  marketing  of  sugar,  signed  at 
London,  I&y  6,  1937  (Ex«  h,  83d  Cong.)  (p.  655U)* 


7*  TEXTILE  INDUSTRY*  Son*  I-aybank  spoke  on  the  rising  economic  position  of  the 
South,  emphasizing  the  growth  and.' development  of  the  textile  industry  there 
(pp*  o535-39)* 


60  NOMINATION  of  Nelson  Aldrich  Rockefeller  as  Under  Secretary  of  .Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  was  confirmed  (p«  6556)® 


9*  FLAMMABLE  FABRICS*  The  Interstate  .and  Foreign  Commerce  CwnnpLttee  ordered  repert- 
•  ed  (but  ‘did  not  actually  report)  without  amendment  HoR.  5069,  to  prohibit  the 
movement  in  interstate  commerce  of -highly  Claimable  fabrics  (p,  D535)* 


10o  ELECTRIFICATION©  •  Received  an  amendment  to  the  agricultural  appropriation  bill 
submitted  by  Sen0  Young  to  increase  to  2 Op  the  amount  of  money  which  may  be  al¬ 
located  to  a  State  from  the  REA  contingency  fund  for  rural  electrification 
(p*  61*90)9 


U.*  TREATIES©  Sen.  Bricker  inserted  two  resolutions  and  an  editorial  in  favor  of 

his  proposed  constitutional  amendment  to  limit  the  treatymaking  power  (pp*  61*91- 
92)5 


12®  CATTLE  INDUSTRY®  Sen®  Thye  inserted  an  American  National  Cattlemen*  s  Association 
memorial  to  Congress  and  the  Secretary  setting  forth  the  proposals  by  which 
the  cattle  industry  is  attempting  to  find  a  solution  to  its  problems  (pp®  61*9 3- 
'  9U)o  -  - 

13®  EXPENDED IR ES o  Sen,  Schoeppel  inserted  a  V.’ichita  Manufacturers1  Club  resolution 
urging  Congress  to  eliminate  wasteful  operations  and  unnecessary  spending,  and 
to  reduce  the  size  and  activities  of  the  Federal  Government  (p*  61*9!*)©  r  '  j 

ll*o  INTEREST  RATES o  Sens©  Humphrey,  Morse, ' Maybank,  Eoldwater,  and  others,  dis¬ 
cussed  recent  increased  interest  rates,  and  Sen0  Humphrey  recommended  a  con¬ 
gressional  investigation  on  the  effects  of  this  new  policy  on  our  economy 
:  (pp  o .  6511—31 ) o .  During  discussion  of  this  matter  Sen0  Humphrey  stated,  '’the  new 
administration  dealt  a  double-barreled  blow  at  agriculture  through  its  new 
high-interest  rate  policy"  by  a  boost  in  interest  rates  on  GCC  supported  loans 
and  on  foreign  purchases  of  agricultural  commodities  by  the  Export- Import  Bank 
(pp*  6525-6)® 


HOUSE 


15®  FOREIGN  AID.  Both  Houses  received  the  Presidents  message  recommending  author¬ 
ization  for  shipment  of  up  to  1  million  tons  of  surplus  CCC  wheat  to  Pakistan; 

I  to  H.  Agriculture  and  S©  Agriculture  and  Forestry  G emmit t ees ' "0? «'"Dog ©  171) 

-•  (pPo  651*0,  6563-1*)®  The  message  states,  "To  make  it  available  to  Pakistan  will 
create  no  additional  Government  expenditure  at  -this  time  other  than  the  cost  of 
transportation®  In  order 'that  the  operations  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora— 

•  will  not  be  impaired,  I  am  recommending  that  the  legislation  include 
authority  for  th©  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to  recover  its  costs,  including 
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lnterest^  through  an  appropriation  when  the  ccst3  of  the  programs  have  been  as¬ 
certained"  The  message  proposes  that  up  to  700,000  tons  of  wheat  be  made 
available  as  a  grants  and  that  it  will  be  determined  later  whether  additional 
shipments  will  be  supplied  as  a  grant  or  a  loan® 


XCREIGN  TRADE..  The  Rules  Committee  reported  a  resolution  for  the  consideration 
HJlc  5895,  to  continue  for  1  year  the  authority  cf  the  President  to  enter,/ 
into  trade  agreements  under  section  350  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  (p*  6588)© 


/ 


17*  PACKAGING.  Repi  0*Hara  spolce  on  the  progress  made  by  the  Green  Giant  Company, 
Glencoe, '.Mnn&  ?  which  is  "the  world* s  largest  packer  of  peas  and  corn,"  during 
the  50  years  of  its  existence  (pp0  65?7-8)® 


i  -friar 


18.  WHEAT  iARKETILlG  QUOTA.  As  reported,  H0R<»  585l,  to  amend  the'Y/heat/ferketihg 

quota  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  includes  the  fol¬ 
lowing  provisions; 

Increases  the  minimum  permissible  national  wheat-acreage  allotment' from  55 
million  to  66  million  acres,  a  reduction  of  about  12  million  acres,  or  V?%9  of 
present  Y/heat  acreage;  changes  the  exemption  from  marketing  quotas  in  the  case 
of  farm  acreage  from  15  to  25  acres,  and  for  bushel  production  from  200  to  1*00 
acres;  and  establishes  the  penalty  for  exceeding  the /farm  marketing  quota  at 
858  of  the  parity  price  per  bushel  as  of  Lay  1  of  the  crop  year. 

Establishes  a  National  acreage  reserve,  not  exceeding  1."  of  the  national  allot¬ 
ment  to  be  apportioned  to  counties  in  addition  to  the  regular  county  allotments 
to  relieve  inequity-'  'resulting  from  the  rise,  of  new  viieat  producing  areas;  pro¬ 
vides  that  the  acreage  reserve  for  nenr. wheat  farms  of  38  of  the  allotted  acreage 
be  placed  on  a  state  level  (previously  on, .4  county  level)  for  greater  flexi¬ 
bility  of  use ;  adds  "the  past  acreage  of- wheat"  as  another  factor  in  establish¬ 
ing  farm  wheat  allotments;  and  limits  the  so-called  Barden  amendment  protection 
to  wheat  farms  acquired  only  from  1950  on  (previously  198 0)  by  the  U.  S',  for 


national -defense  purposes© 


TTELB/lN  APPENDIX 


.9®  VETERANS*  BIN  EF  ITS©  Extensi op/of  remarks  of  Rep©  Elliott  favoring  his  bill, 

H.Re  3167,  which  v/ould  increase  education  andtraining  allowance  of  veterans 
pursuing  on-farm  training,  and  inserting  several  Nat*l  Asbdn, ’of  State  Approval 
Agencies  resolutions  urging  passage  of  the  bill  (pp.  A35.23-8)o 


/ 


20.  GRAZING  LAIRDS©  Rep.  DPSwart  inserted’ an  article  from  the  ..lies -City  (Monte) 
Star  criticizing  thq/ opposition  to  H.R.  8023,  the 'stockmen3 s  grazing  bill  as 


"the  result  of  a  misinterpretation"  (pp.  A3528-9), 


Sen. 


\ 


Morse  inserted  3  newspaper  editorials  opposing  H.R.  8023,  the  stock- 
men*  s  grazing  bill  as  "a  slick  rights -grabbing  scheme  on  behalf  of  special  in¬ 
terests"  (pp©  ,4358 7— 8)©  ,  ■  ;  \ 


21©  LIVESTOCK.  /Sen.  Robertson  inserted  State  Sen.  Harry  Ca  Stuart  (Va.)  speech  de¬ 
livered  before  an  annual  8-H  Club  discussing  the  program  of  grass-fed  cattle 
(pp.  A3,530-l). 

1  •  *  © 

22o  CONSERVATION©  Rep.  Abbitt  inserted  an  American  Forests  article  discussing  the 
ributions  of  certain  individuals  to  the  'h/is  e-use  management  and  conserva¬ 
tion  of  our  renex/able  natural  resources  of  forests,  soil,  v/ater  and  midlife" 
pp.  A3532-3)®  ;  • 


-4- 

23,\IALAII  STATEHOOD*  Sen*  Ifeybank  inserted  a  Dillon  (S,C.)  Herald  article  commen) 
lg  on  Sen*  Johnston5 s  speech  in  which  he  opoosed  statehood  for  Hawaii 

(Ka3533)« 

\  / 

2U.  GOVERNMENT  OPERATIONS,  Sen*  Capehart  inserted  an  American  Trade  Ass*n  Executive 
Journal  article  discussing  and  outlining  some  of  the  problems  of  Government 
onerati\is  (pp,  A35384:0)o 

\ 

2^*  INFORMATIONS  Sen*  Morse  inserted  a  St,  Louis  Post-Dispatch  editorial  commenting 
on  the  recent  telecast  of  the  President  and  four  of  his  CabineVraembers 

(p.  A3&0).  \  .  / 

\  / 

26*  IIIIvilGRATIONo  Sen.  Latkins  inserted  a  Deseret  NeWs  (Salt  lake  City)  editorial 
favoring  S.  1917,  a  bill  to  permit  entry  of  21:0,000  immigrants  (pp«  A35U2-3)* 

27*  ROADS.  Sen.  I.ansfield  inserted  two  newspaper  editorial  favoring  a  nationwide 
program  for  development  of  better  roads  (pp.  A35U3*^0* 


BILLS  INTRODUCED 


/ 


V 


€ 


28*  SHEEP  INDUSTRY*  S*  20?!;,  by  Sen.  Lelker,  for  the  relief  of  certain  Basque 

sheepherders ;  to  Judiciary  Committee  (p©  61:^6),  Remarks  of  author  (p.  6U97 ) © 

29*  LATER  CONSERVATION,  S0  2G9U,  by  Sen*  Butler,  to  facilitate  the  development  and 
construction  of  water  conservatiorrsf acidities  by  States  and  municipalities  ; 
to  Public  dorks  Committee  (p*  61:97  )©\ 

'  '  /\ 

30*  PATENTS,  S.  2095,  by  Sen;  Tobey,  to'  authorize  the  extension  of  patents  covering 
inventions  whose  practice  was  prevented  qr  curtailed  during  certain  emergency 
periods  by  service  of  the  patent”  owner  i  n't  he  Armed  Forces  or  by  production  con¬ 
trols;  to  Judiciary  Committee  (p8  61:97)* 

31*  LATER  RESOURCES,  S*  2096,  by  Sen*  Barrett,  to\equire  Federal  officers,  em¬ 
ployees,  agencies,  and  instrumentalities  to  actNin  accordance  with  and  submit 
to  the  laws  of  certain  States  relative  to  the  control,  appropriation,  use.  and 
distribution  of  watery  to  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  Committee  (p,  61:97)©  0 

32,  RECLAMATION*  S©  2097,  by  Sen*  Cordon,  to  increase  the '•amount  authorized  to  be 
appropriated  for  the  construction  of  the  Eklutna  project:  to- Interior  and 
Insular  Affair s/Committee  (p*  61:97)©  Remarks  of  author  (sop#  61:97-8)* 

33*  TREAT,  S,  2099,  by  Sens©;  Aiken,  Schoeppel  and  Young,  to  amend  the  wheat  market¬ 
ing  quota  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  adjustment  Act  of  1738^  tc  Agriculture 
and  Forestry  Committee  (p©  61:97)* 

3U*  ACREAGE/ ALLOTMENTS 0  S5  2102,  by  Sens,  Humphrey,  Murray  and  Kerr,  to  Increase 
allowances  for  carryover  and  acreage  allotments  for  corn  and  wheat  and  to  es¬ 
tablish  a ’special  contingency  reserve;  to  Agriculture  and  Forestry  C^nmittee 
5,  61:97)©  Remarks  of  author  (pp,  61:99-501), 

35 ^  AGRICULTURAL  ADJUSTMENT  A0To  3,  2106,  by  Sens*  Kuchel  et  al;  'H*R*  5655,  by  Rep* 
Hunter;  H0R0  5657,  by  Rep*  Dempsey;  H,R,  5658,  by  Rep*  Fernandez;  H*R*  5662, 
by  Rep.  Header;  H0R0  5666,  by  Rep.  Sheppard;  H0Ro  5668,  by  Rep*  Young;  H,R*5669, 
by  Repo  Hagen;  and  H,R©  5672,  by  Rep,  Rhodes;  to  amend  the  Agricultural  Adjust¬ 
ment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended;  to  Agriculture  Committees  (pp*  61:97,  6581:)* 

Remarks  of  Rep,  Hagen  (pp.  A35l5-6)0 
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June  10,  1953. — Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  ordered  to  be 

printed 


The  White  House,  June  10,  1953. 


To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

The  people  of  Pakistan  are  faced  with  famine,  and  they  have  asked 
our  help  in  meeting  disaster. 

We  are  fortunate  to  be  in  a  position  to  offer  help  at  this  time,  for  we 
have  an  abundance  of  wheat.  I  strongly  believe  that  we  should  do  so. 
Accordingly,  I  urge  the  Congress  to  make  possible  the  shipment  to 
Pakistan  of  up  to  1  million  long  tons  of  United  States  wheat. 

The  specter  of  famine  confronts  the  people  of  Pakistan  at  a  crucial 
time  in  their  growth  as  a  young,  free  nation.  Unchecked,  it  could 
undermine  the  very  democratic  principles,  and  institutions  to  which 
Pakistan  is  dedicated. 

The  crisis  is  largely  a  result  of  a  calamity  of  nature.  Pakistan  was 
self-sufficient  in  food  until  severe  drought,  in  2  successive  years,  struck 
the  wheat-producing  area  of  west  Pakistan. 

The  wheat  consumption  of  the  people  of  west  Pakistan  averages  less 
than  12  ounces  per  day  in  a  diet  consisting  very  largely  of  this  grain. 
Today,  Government  wheat  reserves  have  fallen  to  the  vanishing  point. 

The  immediate  need  of  Pakistan  is  to  obtain  abroad  up  to  1.5  million 
long  tons  of  wheat  both  for  consumption  and  for  a  small  working 
reserve  during  the  next  11  months.  Of  this  total  the  Government 
of  Pakistan  expects  to  be  able  to  obtain  about  400,000  tons  of  wheat 
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w^th.  its  own  and  other  aid  resources.  Canada  and  Australia  have 
both  made  generous  grants  for  wheat  to  Pakistan.  There  is  no 
important  source  in  the  free  world  other  than  the  United  States  able 
to  furnish  additional  help. 

Pakistan  has,  therefore,  appealed  to  the  United  States  for  1  million 
tons  of  wheat.  Its  approach  has  been  one  of  dignity — as  one  sover¬ 
eign  democracy  to  another — stating  a  real  and  urgent  need.  Between 
the  people  of  Pakistan  and  the  people  of  the  United  States,  there  exists 
a  strong  bond  of  friendship.  I  am  sure  that  the  people  of  the  United 
States  desire  their  Government  to  respond  rapidly  and  effectively  to 
Pakistan’s  request. 

Pakistan  has  endeavorecUto  keep  its  request  for  United  States  aid 
to  a  minimum.  The  Secretary  of  State  and  the  Director  for  Mutual 
Security  sent  a  special  mission,  headed  by  Dr.  Harry  Reed,  Dean  of 
the  College  of  Agriculture  of  Purdue  University,  to  study  at  first  hand 
the  food  situation  in  Pakistan.  ..Mr.  Dulles  and  Governor  Stassen 
have  also  visited  Pakistan  within  the  last  2  weeks.  With  the  help  of 
their  observations,  careful  consideration  has  been  given  the  Reed 
mission ’s  recommendations. 

One  critical  fact  is  that  the  Government  of  Pakistan  is  suffering 
grave  financial  difficulties.  It  has  already  taken  rigorous  steps  to 
remedy  both  the  food  outlook  and  its  general  economic  disabilities, 
and  these  efforts  give  some  hope  for  future  self-sufficiency.  But 
Pakistan’s  gold  and  foreign  exchange  holdings  are  barely  enough  to 
meet  its  legal  requirements  for  currency  backing  and  essential  working 
capital.  Moreover,  Pakistan  has  little  prospect  of  an  exportable 
wheat  surplus  which  would  permit  repayment  of  a  loan  in  kind.  Its 
export  earnings  and  all  its  prospective  financial  resources  are  needed 
to  meet  the  demand  of  economic  development  essential  to  prevent 
future  food  and  financial  crises.  A  dollar  loan  would  make  it  impos¬ 
sible  for  Pakistan  to  obtain  further  necessary  development  loans 
from  international  lending  institutions. 

These  considerations  make  certain  conclusions  evident.  Pakistan 
needs  a  grant  of  up  to  700,000  tons  of  United  States  wheat  for  relief 
purposes  according  to  the  best  available  estimates.  The  urgency  of  { 
the  need  is  underscored  by  the  Reed  mission’s  recommendation  for 
delivery  of  100,000  tons  of  United  States  aid  wheat  in  Karachi  by 
August  15  of  this  year. 

This  grant  would  serve  a  double  purpose.  It  would  meet  Pakistan’s 
immediate  and  pressing  need  for  food  and  at  the  same  time  provide 
local  currency  for  economic  development  programs.  The  rupee 
receipts  from  the  sale  of  wheat  would  be  placed  in  a  counterpart 
fund  under  joint  Pakistan-United  States  administration.  This  fund 
will  be  used  for  development  purposes  with  emphasis  placed  on  in¬ 
creased  food  production  in  Pakistan  to  lessen  the  danger  of  future 
shortages. 

In  addition  to  the  700,000  tons,  Pakistan  may  also  need  up  to 
300,000  tons  as  a  necessary  working  reserve  of  wheat.  The  exact 
amount  needed  for  this  purpose  can  only  be  determined  later;  and 
only  then  can  we  determine  whether  the  remainder  of  our  aid  should 
be  supplied  as  a  grant  or  a  loan. 

Fortunately,  we  do  have  the  capacity  to  help  at  the  present  time. 
Our  large  wheat  reserves  have  created  a  grave  storage  problem, 
demanding  unusual  and  sometimes  costly  storage  measures. 


WHEAT  FOR  PAKISTAN 
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I  propose,  therefore,  that  the  Congress  authorize  me  to  make 
available  to  Pakistan  up  to  1  million  tons  of  wheat  out  of  stocks 
held  hy  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation.  This  wheat  already  is 
owned  by  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  having  been  obtained 
under  the  price  support  program.  To  make  it  available  to  Pakistan 
will  create  no  additional  Government  expenditure  at  this  time  other 
than  the  cost  of  transportation.  In  order  that  the  operations  of  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  will  not  be  impaired,  I  am  recom¬ 
mending  that  the  legislation  include  authority  for  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  to  recover  its  costs,  including  interest,  through  an 
appropriation  when  the  costs  of  the  programs  have  been  ascertained. 

The  United  States  Government  proposes  to  designate,  with  the 
concurrence  of  the  Government  of  Pakistan,  a  group  to  observe  the 
receipt  and  distribution  of  wheat  in  Pakistan.  The  group’s  reports 
will  be  available  to  the  Congress. 

To  provide  sufficient  United  States  aid  in  time,  it  is  imperative 
that  the  grain  begin  to  move  from  United  States  ports  by  the  end  of 
this  month. 

I  strongly  urge  that  the  Congress  make  such  prompt  action  possible. 

Dwight  D.  Eisenhower. 
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83d  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


H.  R.  5659 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

June  10, 1953 

Mr.  Hope  introduced  the  following  bill;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Agriculture 


A  BILL 

* 

To  provide  for  the  transfer  of  price-support  wheat  to  Pakistan. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That,  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  any  other  law,  the 

4  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  is  authorized  and  directed  to 

5  make  available  to  the  President  out  of  wheat  stocks  acquired 

6  through  price-support  operations  not  to  exceed  one  million 

7  long  tons  of  wheat,  during  the  period  ending  June  30,  1954, 

8  for  transfer  to  the  Government  of  Pakistan  upon  such  terms 

9  and  conditions  as  the  President  determines  appropriate,  of 

10  which  seven  hundred  thousand  tons  may  be  made  available 

11  in  order  to  alleviate  starvation  and  mass  suffering  threatened 
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by  famine  conditions  in  Pakistan  and  not  to  exceed  three 
hundred  thousand  tons  to  provide  such  reserve  supply  as  he 
may  determine  to  be  a  necessary  supplement  to  such  emer¬ 
gency  assistance.  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  shall  de¬ 
liver  the  wheat  on  board  vessels  in  United  States  ports  as 
directed  by  the  President. 

Sec.  2.  Por  the  purpose  of  making  payment  to  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  for  commodities  disposed  of 
hereunder,  there  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated, 
out  of  any  moneys  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appro¬ 
priated,  such  sums  as  are  equal  to  the  Corporation’s  invest¬ 
ment  in  such  commodities,  including  handling  costs,  plus 
the  costs  incurred  in  making  deliveries  hereunder.  Any 
funds  or  other  assets  available  to  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  may  be  used,  in  advance  of  such  appropriation 
or  payments,  for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this  Act. 

Sec.  3.  No  assistance  under  authority  of  this  Act  shall 
be  made  available  until  an  agreement  is  entered  into  between 
Pakistan  and  the  United  States  containing  the  following 
undertakings,  and  any  others  the  President  may  determine 
to  be  desirable  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  on  the 
part  of  Pakistan: 

(a)  To  distribute  the  supplies  made  available  under  this 
Act,  as  well  as  similar  supplies  obtained  locally  or  imported 
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1  from  outside  sources  by  the  Government  of  Pakistan,  among 

2  the  people  of  Pakistan  without  discrimination. 

3  (b)  To  give  full  and  continuous  publicity  in  Pakistan 

4  to  the  assistance  furnished  by  the  United  States. 

5  (c)  To  permit  persons  designated  by  the  Government  of 

6  the  United  States  to  observe  without  restriction  the  distribu- 

7  tion  in  Pakistan  of  supplies  made  available  under  authority 

8  of  this  Act. 

9  (d)  To  deposit  in  a  special  account  amounts  of  the  cur- 

10  rency  of  Pakistan  equivalent  to  the  amounts  of  such  cur- 

11  rency  accruing  to  the  Government  of  Pakistan  from  the  im- 

12  port  and  sale  of  commodities  furnished  as  a  grant  hereunder, 

13  this  account  to  be  utilized  as  may  be  agreed  upon  by  the 

14  United  States  and  the  Government  of  Pakistan  for  the  benefit 
1^  of  the  people  of  Pakistan  in  programs  to  increase  food  pro- 
1®  duction  and  in  other  projects  and  programs  in  the  mutual 
1^  interest  of  the  United  States  and  Pakistan. 

1®  (e)  To  allocate  to  the  use  of  the  Government  of  the 

19  United  States  5  per  centum  of  the  local  currency  account 

20  established  in  subsection  (d)  for  use,  in  accordance  with 

21  applicable  United  States  laws,  for  local  currency  require- 

22  ments  of  the  United  States,  including  administrative  and 

23  operating  expenses  in  Pakistan  in  connection  with  assistance 

24  supplied  by  the  United  States. 
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(f)  To  pursue  all  appropriate  measures  to  reduce  its 
relief  needs  and  to  increase  production  and  supply  and  im¬ 
prove  distribution  of  foodstuffs  within  Pakistan  so  as  to 
lessen  the  danger  of  similar  emergencies  in  the  future. 

Sec.  4.  All  or  any  part  of  the  assistance  provided  here¬ 
under  shall  he  terminated  by  the  President  whenever  he,  or 
Congress  by  concurrent  resolution,  determines  that  because 
of  changed  conditions  continuation  of  assistance  is  unneces¬ 
sary  or  undesirable.  Termination  of  assistance  to  Pakistan 
under  this  section  may  include  the  termination  of  deliveries 
of  all  supplies  scheduled  under  this  Act  and  not  yet  delivered. 

Sec.  5.  Nothing  contained  in  this  Act  shall  affect  the 
applicability^  of  section  1415  of  the  Supplemental  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1953,  or  other  provisions  of  law  to  the  local 
currency  allocated  to  the  use  of  the  United  States  in  ac- 
cordance  with  the  agreement  provided  for  in  section  3. 
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83d  CONGRESS 
1st  Session 


S.  2112 


IN  THE  SENATE  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

June  10  (legislative  day,  June  8),  1953 

Mr.  Aiken  (for  himself,  Air.  Knowland,  Mr.  Smith  of  New  Jersey,  and  Mr. 
Taft)  introduced  the  following  bill;  which  was  read  twice  and  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry 


A  BILL 

To  provide  for  the  transfer  of  price-support  wheat  to  Pakistan. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tires  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That,  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  any  other  law,  the 

4  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  is  authorized  and  directed 

5  to  make  available  to  the  President  out  of  wheat  stocks 

6  acquired  through  price-support  operations  not  to  exceed 

7  one  million  long  tons  of  wheat,  during  the  period  ending 

8  June  30,  1954,  for  transfer  to  the  Government  of  Pakistan 

9  upon  such  terms  and  conditions  as  the  President  determines 

10  appropriate,  of  which  seven  hundred  thousand  tons  may  be 

11  made  available  in  order  to  alleviate  starvation  and  mass  suf- 
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fering  threatened  by  famine  conditions  in  Pakistan  and  not  to 
exceed  three  hundred  thousand  tons  to  provide  such  reserve 
supply  as  he  may  determine  to  he  a  necessary  supplement 
to  such  emergency  assistance.  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion  shall  deliver  the  wheat  on  board  vessels  in  United 
States  ports  as  directed  by  the  President. 

Sec.  2.  For  the  purpose  of  making  payments  to  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  for  commodities  disposed  of 
hereunder,  there  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated, 
out  of  any  moneys  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropri¬ 
ated,  such  sums  as  are  equal  to  the  Corporation’s  investment 
in  such  commodities,  including  handling  costs,  plus  the  costs 
incurred  in  making;  deliveries  hereunder.  Any  funds  or  other 
assets  available  to  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  may  be 
used,  in  advance  of  such  appropriation  or  payments,  for 
carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this  Act. 

Sec.  3.  No  assistance  under  authority  of  this  Act  shall 
be  made  available  until  an  agreement  is  entered  into  between 
Pakistan  and  the  United  States  containing  the  following 
undertakings,  and  any  others  the  President  may  determine  to 
be  desirable  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  on  the  part 
of  Pakistan : 

(a)  To  distribute  the  supplies  made  available  under  this 
Act,  as  well  as  similar  supplies  obtained  locally  or  imported 
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from  outside  sources  by  the  Government  of  Pakistan,  among 
the  people  of  Pakistan  without  discrimination. 

(b)  To  give  full  and  continuous  publicity  in  Pakistan 
to  the  assistance  furnished  by  the  United  States. 

(c)  To  permit  persons  designated  by  the  Government 

of  the  United  States  to  observe  without  restriction  the  distri¬ 
bution  in  Pakistan  of  supplies  made  available  under  authority 
of  this  Act.  ,  . 

•  -fr  ' 

(d)  To  deposit  in  a  special  account  amounts  of  the  cur¬ 
rency  of  Pakistan  equivalent  to  the  amounts  of  such  cur¬ 
rency  accruing  to  the  Government  of  Pakistan  from  the  im¬ 
port  and  sale  of  commodities  furnished  as  a  grant  hereunder, 
this  account  to  be  utilized  as  may  be  agreed  upon  by  the 
United  States  and  the  Government  of  Pakistan  for  the  bene¬ 
fit  of  the  people  of  Pakistan  in  programs  to  increase  food 
production  and  in  other  projects  and  programs  in  the  mutual 
interest  of  the  United  States  and  Pakistan. 

(e)  To  allocate  to  the  use  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  5  per  centum  of  the  local  currency  account 
established  in  subsection  (d)  for  use,  in  accordance  with 
applicable  United  States  laws,  for  local  currency  require¬ 
ments  of  the  United  States,  including  administrative  and 
operating  expenses  in  Pakistan  in  connection  with  assistance 
supplied  by  the  United  States. 
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(f)  To  pursue  all  appropriate  measures  to  reduce  its 
relief  needs  and  to  increase  production  and  supply  and  im¬ 
prove  distribution  of  foodstuffs  within  Pakistan  so  as  to 
lessen  the  danger  of  similar  emergencies  in  the  future. 

Sec.  4.  All  or  any  part  of  the  assistance  provided  here¬ 
under  shall  be  terminated  by  the  President  whenever  he,  or 
Congress  by  concurrent  resolution,  determines  that  because 
of  changed  conditions  continuation  of  assistance  is  unneces¬ 
sary  or  undesirable.  Termination  of  assistance  to  Pakistan 
under  this  section  may  include  the  termination  of  deliveries 
of  all  supplies  scheduled  under  this  Act  and  not  yet  delivered. 

Sec.  5.  Nothing  contained  in  this  Act  shall  affect  the 
applicability  of  section  1415  of  the  Supplemental  Appro 
priation  Act,  1953  or  other  provisions  of  law  to  the  local 
currencv  allocated  to  the  use  of  the  United  States  in  ac- 
cordance  with  the  agreement  provided  for  in  section  3. 
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CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


June  10 


immediately  following  completion  of  ac¬ 
tion  on  tne  appropriation  bill. 

Mr.  MORfiE.  I  shall  not  object,  but 
it  is  necessarjNfor  me  to  leave  the  city  on 
a  late  plane  tomorrow  night.  I  find  my¬ 
self  in  disagreement  with  the  manda¬ 
tory  section  of  thiKpistrict  of  Columbia 
crime  bill,  and  I  nKve  a  body  of  data 
which  I  wish  to  present  to  the  Senate 
in  opposition  to  that  provision  of  the 
bill.  I  may  find  it  necessary  during  the 
curse  of  the  debate  on  the  appropriation 
bill  to  make  my  record  agairm  the  man¬ 
datory  sentencing  section  of  the  District 
crime  bill,  because  I  necessarily  must 
leave  here  tomorrow  night  so  thavJ  may 
speak  to  the  Democrats  of  my  Sta\  on 
Friday  night. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Of  course,  the  Se 
ator  will  have  the  privilege,  if  he  feels' 
that  time  is  running  out  on  him,  to  ob¬ 
tain  the  floor  in  his  own  right. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration 
of  the  bill? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  (H.  R. 
5174)  making  appropriations  for  the 
Treasury  and  Post  Office  Departments f"' 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1954, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  suggest  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  legislative  clerk  proceeded  to  call 
the  roll. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  order 
for  the  quorum  call  be  rescinded,  and 
that  further  proceedings  under  the  call 
be  dispensed  with. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Flanders  in  the  chair) .  Without  objec¬ 
tion;  it  is  so  ordered. 


) 


FEDERAL  AID  IN  TORNADO  - 

STRICKEN  AREAS  IN  MASSACHU¬ 
SETTS 

Mr.  SALTONSTALL.  Mr.  President, 
since  the  Senate  convened  today  I  have 
talked  with  the  Governor  of  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Governor  Herter,  who  spoke  from 
the  city  hall  in  Worcester.  He  informs 
me  that  he  has  sent  a  telegram  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States  advising 
him  that  he  has  declared  an  emergency 
in  the  eity  of  Worcester.  The  President’s 
office  advises  me_  that  the  matter  has 
been  referred  to  the  Civil  Defense 
partment,  under  former  Gove/nor 
Peterson. 

There  is  available  approximately  $20 
million  for  the  entire  United  Sjates.  It 
is  estimated,  according  to  the-'Governor 
of  Massachusetts,  that  the  damage  from 
the  tornado  in  Massachusetts,  in  towns 
outside  Worcester,  is  app/oximately  $30 
million.  In  the  city  of-  Worcester  the 
assessors  estimate  the  damage  to  be 
somewhere  between  $80  million  and  $50 
million. 

At  the  request 'of  the  Governor  of 
Massachusetts  on  behalf  of  myself  and 
my  colleague,  the  junior  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  [Mr.  Kennedy],  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  submit  a  resolu¬ 
tion  and  request  that  it  be  referred  to 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Appropriations 


in  order  that,  after  proper  consideration, 
and  as  soon  as  possible,  when  the  amount 
is  determined  and  when  a  determination 
is  made  as  to  the  appropriate  aid  from 
the  Federal  Government  in  one  of  the 
worst  catastrophes  we  in  Massachusetts 
have  ever  suffered,  proper  assistance  may 
be  rendered  by  the  Federal  Government. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  resolution  will  be  received 
and  appropriately  referred. 

The  resolution  (S.  Res.  118)  submitted 
by  Mr.  Saltonstall  (for  himself  and  Mr. 
Kennedy)  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Public  Works,  as  follows : 

Resolved,  That  the  President  Is  requested 
to  make  available,  from  any  funds  heretofore 
or  hereafter  appropriated  to  carry  out  the 
act  entitled  “An  act  to  authorize  Federal  as¬ 
sistance  to  States  and  local  governments  in 
jnajor  disasters,  and  for  other  purposes,”  ap- 
jroved  September  30,  1950,  not  less  than  $25 
llion  for  assistance  to  the  State  of  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  the  city  of  Worcester,  Mass.,  and 
neighboring  cities  and  towns  to  alleviate 
hardsmn  and  suffering  and  to  repair  prop¬ 
erty  dahmge  caused  by  the  tornado  which 
struck  theCarea  in  the  vicinity  of  Worcester 
on  June  9,  1053. 


TRANSFER  OF  PRICE-SUPPORT 

WHEAT  TO  PAKISTAN— MESSAGE 

FROM  THE  PRESIDENT  (H.  DOC. 

NO.  171) 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  (Mr. 
Flanders  in  the  chair) .  The  Chair  lays 
before  the  Senate  a  message  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  relating 
to  the  shipment  of  wheat  to  Pakistan. 
Inasmuch  as  the  message  has  been  read 
in  the  House  of  Representatives  today, 
it  is  not  necessary  to  have  it  read  in 
the  Senate.  Without  objection,  the 
message  will  be  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  with¬ 
out  reading. 

(For  text  of  message  from  the  Presi¬ 
dent,  see  House  proceedings  of  today’s 
Record.) 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  in  rela¬ 
tion  to  thejnessage  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States  which  was  just  laid 
before  the  Senate,  on  behalf  of  myself, 
the  Senator  from  California  [Mr.  Know- 
land]  ,  the  Senator  from  New  Jersey  [Mr. 
Smith],  and  the  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Taft],  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to  in¬ 
troduce  for  appropriate  reference  a  bill 
to  provide  for  the  transfer  of  price- 
support  wheat  to  Pakistan. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  the  bill  will  be  received  and 
appropriately  referred. 

The  bill  (S.  2112)  to  provide  for  the 
transfer  of  price-support  wheat  to  Pak¬ 
istan,  introduced  by  Mr.  Aiken  (for  him¬ 
self  and  other  Senators),  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
Forestry. 


ADDRESS  BY  THE  PRESIDENT  AT 
MINNEAPOLIS,  MINN. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  to  have  printed 
in  the  body  of  the  Record  an  address 
which  was  delivered  this  afternoon  at 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  by  the  President  of 
the  United  States. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  address 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows;  . 


Address  by  the  President  Delivered  at  the 

Annual  Convention  of  the  National 

Junior  Chamber  of  Commerce 

1  thank  you  sincerely  for  the  honor  of  your 
invitation  to  be  with  you  today. 

Yours  is  one  of  our  Nation’s  mos.t  dis¬ 
tinguished.  and  enterprising  organizations. 
You  are  young  and  responsible  people,  with 
impressive  careers  and  achievements  already 
recorded  to  your  credit.  My  own  life  has 
been  spent  with  America’s  young  people. 
The  grave  decisions  that  I  have  been  com¬ 
pelled  to  make  have  been  vindicated  by  their 
skill,  their  sense  of  responsibility,  and  their 
sacrifice.  My  faith  in  theni  is  my  unbounded 
faith  in  America  itself. 

Because  you  are  both  youhg  and  respon¬ 
sible,  you  know  what  IS  your  greatest  respon¬ 
sibility  of  all — tomorrow — the  whole  future 
of  freedom. 

In  the  minds  of  all  of  you — as  in  my  own 
mind — is  a  long  list  of  critical  subjects  con¬ 
fronting  our  people  today.  I  wish  I  could 
discuss  all  of' them  with  you — the  problems 
of  healthy  foreign  trade;  the  regulation  of 
Governmerit  expenditures;  the  achieving  of 
a  more  jrist  tax  structure;  the  development 
of  souud  agricultural  programs;  the  great 
work  to  be  done  in  the  fields  of  education, 
heal>fi  and  welfare. 

ere  is,  however,  one  matter  that  over- 
fadows  all  of  these.  It  is  the  constant, 
controlling  consideration  in  our  national 
life  today.  It  is — our  Nation’s  security. 

Quickly  we  can  see  how  this  one  issue 
effectively  rules  all  others.  It  alone  comes 
dlose  to  fixing  the  level  of  Government 
budgets — when  2  of  every  3  dollars  spent  by 
our  Federal  Government  go  to  defense  pur¬ 
poses.  It  thereby  almost  automatically  sets 
the  requirements  for  Federal  taxes.  It  di¬ 
rectly  affects  the  welfare  of  our  farms,  so  de¬ 
pendent  upon  wide  opportunities  for  export. 
And  it  is  intimately  bound  up  with  for¬ 
eign  trade — for  our  own  imports  of  such 
critical  products  as  nickel  and  cobalt  and 
mica  are  essential  to  our  national  security. 

It  is  no  wonder  that  our  national  security 
Is  so  vast  a  matter — for  the  struggle  in  which 
freedom  today  is  engaged  is  quite  literally 
a  total  and  universal  struggle.  It  engages 
^ery  aspect  of  our  lives.  It  is  waged  in  every 
in  which  a  challenged  civilization 
must  fight  to  live. 

It  is  a  military  struggle — on  the  battle¬ 
fields  ol^Korea,  of  Indochina,  or  Malaya. 

It  is  aft  economic  struggle — in  which  the 
equivalents^  a  lost  battle  can  be  suffered  in 
a  ruined  richer  op  in  Asia,  or  in  the  lagging 
of  a  critical  production  line  in  America. 

It  is  a  politic^  struggle — speaking  at  the 
conference  tables’^!  the  United  Nations,  in 
the  daily  diplomaticoexchanges  that  flood  the 
cable  wires  and  telephone  lines  of  the 
world.  \ 

It  is  a  scientific  struggt^—  in  which  atomic 
energy  plants  and  colossaT-research  projects 
can  produce  terrible  wonders  matching  in 
fateful  effect  the  inventions  ol  the  wheel  or 
of  gunpowder. 

It  is  an  intellectual  struggle — fd*  the  press 
and  the  radio,  every  spoken  an<K,  printed 
word,  can  either  inspire  or  weaken\men’s 
faith  in  freedom. 

It  is  a  spiritual  struggle — for  one  of  com¬ 
munism’s  basic  assumptions  about  the  na¬ 
ture  of  men  is  that  they  are  incapable  of', 
"ruling  themselves,  incapable  of  attaining  the 
spiritual  standards  and  strength  to  solve  na¬ 
tional  problems  when  these  require  volun¬ 
tary  personal  sacrifice  for  the  common  good. 
This  is  the  Communist  justification  for  reg¬ 
imentation.  All  this  we  deny.  And  we  must 
seek  in  our  churches,  our  schools,  our  homes 
and  our  daily  lives  the  clearness  of  mind  and 
strongness  of  heart  to  guard  the  chance  to 
live  in  freedom. 

For  this  whole  struggle,  in  the  deepest 
sense,  is  waged  neither  for  land  nor  for  food 
nor  for  power — but  for  the  soul  of  man  him¬ 
self. 
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social-weltore  schemes,  they  have  stifled 
industrial  initiative  by  running  up  the 
costs  of  doing  business?  Have  they,  ei¬ 
ther  blindly  in  their  altruism,  or  In  sur¬ 
rendering  to  various  kinds  of  pressures, 
lost  the  sense  of  economic  balance? 
Have  they  saddled,  themselves  with  bur¬ 
dens  too  heavy  for  their  industries  to 
bear,  in  the  face  of  the  competitive  situ¬ 
ation  both  domestically  and  abroad? 

If  so,  it  is  hardly  for  them  to  point  a 
finger  of  scorn  and  to  shout,  “Unfair!”  at 
those  regions  where  business  foresight 
has  permitted  technological  progress  to 
be  passed  on  in  good  measure  to  the  con¬ 
sumer  in  the  form  of  lower  and  com¬ 
petitive  prices  for  products.  Nor  can  any 
good  come  of  inviting  one  region  to 
transfer  the  faults  and  ailments,  which 
caused  its  hardships  to  other  regions  that 
are  proving  more  adaptable  for  certain 
industries. 

Instead,  It  is  my  opinion  that  if  any 
such  region  or  section  exists  in  America, 
it  would  be  well  advised  to  take  courage 
from  the  example  of  dynamic  American¬ 
ism  which  the  new  industrial  South  of¬ 
fers.  Courage,  yes,  and  inspiration  and 
counsel. 

Freedom  and  opportunity;  youthful¬ 
ness  and  vigor;  fair  measure  given  for 
fair  value  received.  These  are  the 
watchwords  of  southern  industry.  This, 
after  all,  is  what  most  Americans  are 
striving  for — a  constantly  higher  scale 
of  living,  more  and  better  products  and 
the  money  with  which  to  buy  a  fair  share 
of  them.  If  all  industry,  labor,  and 
agriculture  can  move  ahead  together 
toward  this  greater  goal,  the  well-being 
and  security  of  the  entire  national  com¬ 
munity  will  ever  be  uplifted,  and  America 
need  never  fear  for  the  future. 


ORDER  FOR  RECESS 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  when  the 
Senate  completes  its  business  this  after¬ 
noon,  it  recess  until  noon  tomorrow. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  With¬ 
out  objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 


/ 


THIRD  SUPPLEMENTAL  APPROPRIA¬ 
TIONS,  1953— CONFERENCE  REPORT 


Mr.  BRIDGES.  Mr.  President,  I  sub¬ 
mit  a  report  of  the  committee  of  con¬ 
ference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  4664)  making 
supplemental  appropriations  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1953,  and  for 
other  purposes.  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  for  the  immediate  consideration  of 
the  report. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  re¬ 
port  will  be  read  for  the  information  of 
the  Senate. 

The  legislative  clerk  read  the  report. 

(For  conference  report,  see  Congres¬ 
sional  Record  of  June  8,  1953,  p.  6420.) 

The  .Presiding  officer,  is  there 
objection  to  the  present  consideration  of 
the/  report? 

/there  being  no  objection,  the  report 
^as  considered  and  agreed  to. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER  laid  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  a  message  from  the 
House  of  Representatives  announcing 


its  action  on  certain  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  House  bill  4664,  which  was 
read,  as  follows: 

In  the  House  or  Representatives,  U.  S., 

June  9,  1953. 

Resolved,  That  the  House  recede  from  its 
disagreement  to  the  amendments  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  Numbered  1,  6,  7,  10,  12,  13,  15,  and  20  to 
the  bill  (H.  R.  4664)  entitled  “An  act  making 
supplemental  appropriations  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1953,  and  for  other 
purposes,”  and  concur  therein;  that  the 
House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  No.  19,  and 
concur  therein  with  an  amendment,  as  fol¬ 
lows;  In  lieu  of  the  matter  proposed  by  said 
amendment  insert: 


“Economic  Stabilization  Agency 

“SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

“The  amount  made  available  under  this 
head  in  the  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act 
1953,  for  the  Office  of  Rent  Stabilization  is 
hereby  increased  from  ‘$11,000,000’  to  ‘$11,- 
385,000’;  Provided,  That  said  increase  of 
$385,000  shall  be  available  only  for  terminal 
leave  and  shall  not  be  used  for  such  payment 
unless  the  Administrator  shall  personally  cer¬ 
tify  the  payment  of  such  leave.” 


Mr.  BRIDGES.  I  move  that  the  Sen¬ 
ate  concur  in  the  amendment  of  the 
-House  to  Senate  amendment  No.  19. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


TREASURY  AND  POST  OFFICE  DE¬ 
PARTMENTS  APPROPRIATIONS, 
1954 


Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  unfin¬ 
ished  business  may  be  temporarily  laid 
aside,  and  that  calendar  No.  377,  H.  R. 
5174,  the  Treasury  and  Post  Office  De¬ 
partments  appropriations  bill,  may  be 
taken  up  at  this  time, 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  re¬ 
serving  the  right  to  object,  may  I  ask  the 
distinguished  acting  majority  leader 
when  the  bill,  report,  and  hearings  were 
made  available? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  it 
is  now  proposed  that  the  bill  be  taken  up 
by  unanimous  consent  because  only  2 
days  have  elapsed  since  the°bill  was  re¬ 
ported  by  the  Senate  Committee  pn  Ap¬ 
propriations.  In  the  normal  course  of 
events,  tomorrow  would  be  the  day  when 
the  bill  would  be  called  up.  However, 
the  Senate  Committee  on  Appropriations 
has  reported  no  amendment  whatever  to 
the  bill  as  it  passed  the  House.  The  com¬ 
mittee  has  not  raised  or  lowered  the 
amount  by  a  dollar.  The  committee  has 
neither  added  nor  subtracted  any  lan¬ 
guage,  either  in  the  form  of  legislation 
on  an  appropriation  bill  or  otherwise. 
Under  those  circumstances, -I  wonder  if 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  would  not  be 
willing  to  have  the  bill  taken  up  at  this 
time,  since  it  was  reported  on  Monday. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  At  what  horn-  on 
Monday? 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  In  the  afternoon. 


mittee,  I  was  hopeful  the  Senate  might 
consider  the  Treasury-Post  Office  ap¬ 
propriation  bill,  in  the  interest  of  ex¬ 
pediting  the  business  of  the  Senate,  and 
in  the  hope  that  if  we  dispose  of  it  and 
a  number  of  other  bills  which  are  now 
before  the  Senate,  we  might  then  be 
able  to  recess  from  Thursday  to  Mon¬ 
day,  in  order  to  give  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations  an  opportunity  to 
work  on  the  mutual  aid  bill,  and  afford 
a  similar  opportunity  to  some  other  com¬ 
mittees,  the  members  of  which  have  been 
trying  to  be  both  on  the  floor  and  in 
hearings  at  the  same  time. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  It  is  not  my  inten¬ 
tion  to  delay  the  procedure  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  and  in  this  instance  I  shall  not  ob¬ 
ject  to  the  unanimous-consent  request 
of  the  Senator  from  California.  How¬ 
ever,  in  general  I  think  it  is  very  im¬ 
portant  that  Senators  be  given  three  full 
days  in  which  to  study  appropriation 
bills,  the  hearings  on  them,  and  the  re¬ 
ports,  as  prescribed  by  section  139  (a) 
of  the  standing  rules  of  the  Senate. 

With  the  understanding  that  the  con¬ 
templated  procedure  will  not  constitute 
a  precedent,  and  that  in  the  future 
three  full  calendar  days  will  be  afforded 
Senators  for  consideration  of  appropria¬ 
tion  bills  and  for'  study  of  necessary 
documents,  I  shall  not  object  in  this 
instance.  However,  in  the  future  I  shall 
raise  points  of  order. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  thank  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  Illinois. 


Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Only  two  calendar 
days  have  elapsed  since  then. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Frankly,  I  say  to 
the  Senator  from  Illinois  that  I  fully 
realize  that  any  Senator  may  raise  ob¬ 
jection  to  having  the  bill  called  up  at 
tt}is  time.  In  the  unusual  situation  that 
the  bill  as  it  came  from  the  House  has 
not  been  changed  by  the  Senate  com¬ 


< 


Mr.  MORSE.  Mr.  President,  reserv¬ 
ing  the  right  to  object,  I  understand,  of 
course,  that  the  acting  majority  leader 
cannot  say  how  long  it  will  take  to  dis¬ 
pose  of  the  bill,  but  I  wish  to  ask  him 
for  his  best  estimate,  because  I  should 
like  to  know  whether  he  thinks  it  will 
be  possible  for  us  to  begin  consideration 
of  the  bill  relating  to  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia  before  the  afternoon  is  over, 

Mi’.  KNOWLAND.  As  the  distin¬ 
guished  Senator  from  Oregon  can  ap¬ 
preciate,  I  have  no  way  of  estimating. 
I  understand  some  amendments  may  be 
offered  to  the  appropriation  bill,  inas¬ 
much  as  the  bill  as  reported  by  the  com¬ 
mittee  is  in  the  form  in  which  it  came 
from  the  House;  but  I  do  not  believe  it 
will  be  necessary  to  pursue  the  course 
which  was  followed  in  the  case  of  the 
State,  Justice,  and  Commerce  appropria¬ 
tion  bill.  However,  whether  the  Treas¬ 
ury-Post  Office  bill  can  be  disposed  of 
iri\l  hour  or  2  hours  I  am  simply  in  no 
position  at  this  moment  to  say.  I  am 
certain  the  Senator  from  Oregon  ap¬ 
preciates  that. 

Mr.  MORSE.  Does  the  Senatpr  con¬ 
template?',  that  when  action  is  completed 
on  the  Treasury-Post  Office  appropria- 
bill,  which  be  now  asks  to  have  made  the 
unfinished  business  of  the  Senate,  we 
shall  take  up  the  District  of  Columbia 
crime  bill?  \ 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  I  should  say  that  if 
the  unexpected  happened,  and  the  ap¬ 
propriation  bill  was,  quickly  disposed  of, 
as  on  rare  occasions  I  have  seen  an 
appropriation  bill  finished,  we  would 
then  take  up  and  at  least  begin  debate 
on  the  District  of  Columbia  crime  bill; 
otherwise,  we  shall  take  it  up  tomorrow. 


19  5$ 

“A-631 
“56133/! 

“A-68477' 

“A-708740 
“A— 6983796, 

“A— 6694226, 
“A-6625627,  Li 
“A-6794979, 
“A-6794944,  Loh 
Lo). 

"A-7757809,  Loo,  Piri] 
“A-6995548,  Lowy,  G 
“A-6805570,  Odinak 
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Kogerman,  Sulev  Kristjan. 
Kuljaca,  Jovo  Petro. 

Kwong,  Man  Hong. 

Lautman,  Zoltan. 

Joseph  Alexander. 

Kuan, 
ances. 
ir,  Leopold. 

len  (Ai  Lien  Loh,  Ellen 


Yok. 
itav. 

A16p  (Elya  Odinak). 
"A-6373385,  Petrova,  Olga  Gregorie. 
“A-6904771,  Pizyc,  Stefa.  \ 

“  ‘  '  Popoif,  Sergei  yasilievich. 


“A-6934637 

“A-6390227, 

Raamann. 


Raid,  Kaljo,  -.alias  Kaljo 

“A-7073687,  Rizk,  George  Slimah,  formerly 
George  Sliman  Rizk  Abu  Judom. 
“A-7463362,  Sabel,  Bela. 

“A-7463363,  Sabel,  Ilona  (nee  Adler,_ 
“A-7903795,  Sabel,  Irene.  •  \ 


“A-6771472,  Salah,  Nadim  John. 
“A-6938007,  Schwartz,  Hillel  Aron.  \ 
“A-7243320,  Shalom,  Yacoub  Raphael,  alia\ 
Jack  Raphael  Shalom. 

“A-6867165,  Sommerstein,  Emil. 
“A-6886844,  Szeto,  Shih-Chuan. 
“A-7290210,  Sztrachman,  Aleksander. 
“A-9734415,  Tai,  Ying  Wah. 

“A-6983820,  Taub,  Ladislas  Vasile,  alias 
Lawrence  Taub. 

“A-6628885,  Vaughan,  Nellie  Ladd. 
“A-7752326,  Wang,  Chi-Yuan. 

“A-6849833,  Wang,  Virginia  Fu-Chuang. 
“A-6904341,  Wechsler,  Samuel. 

“A-6E86824,  Weiss,  Josef. 

“A-6844256,  Wenger,  Irving  (Izrael  Wegier) . 
“A-6844257,  Wenger,  Ida  (Chaja  Wegier). 
“A-7130820,  Berland,  Felicja,  alias  Felicia 
Berland. 

“A-7182346,  Borowiec.  Andrzej  Stanislaw. 
“A-9758751,  Bracco,  Giovanni. 

“A-7139089,  Bracco,  Simon  Guisto. 
“A-8057048,  Cugliani,  John,  or  Ivan  Kul- 
Janic  or  Ivan  Milan  Kuljanic. 

“A-7046293,  David,  Masouda  M.  S.  S. 
“A-7139010,  Deblinger,  Srul. 

“A-6959748,  Deblinger,  Kate  (nee  Gutt- 
man) . 

“A-7934151,  Fable,  Joseph,  or  Joe  Fable. 
“A-7079925,  Fulop,  Jeno. 

“A-7144001,  Goldberger,  Magdalena. 
Halpern,  Aron. 

Joles,  Joel  Leib. 

Klein,  Moritz. 

“A-6891804,  Kohn,  Judith. 

“A-6755538,  Liang,  Tsich. 

Loo,  Shou  Ming. 

Neufeld,  Josef. 

“0300-299946,  Paema,  Ernst. 

“A-7244193,  Picinich,  Matteo. 

“A-7123477,  Rawicki,  Jerzy  Jacob  alias 
Jerry  Rawicki. 

“A-7276711,  Sang,  Chang  Chuan. 
“A-6934990,  Schnabel,  Moses. 

“A-7828578,  Surian,  Giovanni. 

“A-6849828,  Tai,  Gertrude  Loe  or  Hsiao  Tso 
Loe. 

“A-6620485,  Tsang,  .John  Lien-Kwei. 
“A-9555577,  Veidei*,  Carl  (Karl)  Alfred. 
“A-71 18759,  Weiss,  Ervin,  alias  Erwin 
Weiss. 

“A-7118778,  -Weiss,  Frieda. 

“A-623817^;  Yang,  Peter  Quay,  also  known 
as  Yang  Quay  and  Yang  Kwei. 

"A-6210'613,  Litynski,  Zygmunt  Leopold  or 
Zygmupt  Litynski. 

“A-7383205,  Iliescu,  Dumitru. 

“A-6405961,  Lin,  Chi-Sun.” 

(nd  the  Senate  agree  to  the  same. 

Louis  E.  Graham, 

Ruth  Thompson, 

Francis  E.  Walter, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  House. 

Arthur  V.  Watkins, 
William  Langer, 

James  O.  Eastland, 
Managers  on  the  Part  of  the  Senate. 


“A-6528723, 

“A-6159671, 

“A-6737779, 


“A-7779160, 

“A-6949995, 


Statement 

The  managers  on  the  part  of  the  House  at 
the  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of 
the  two  Houses  on  the  amendments  of  the 
Senate  to  House  Concurrent  Resolution  29, 
favoring  the  granting  of  the  status  of  per¬ 
manent  residence  to  certain  aliens,  submit 
the  following  statement  in  explanation  of  the 
effect  of  the  action  agreed  upon  by  the  con¬ 
ferees  and  recommended  in  the  accompany¬ 
ing  conference  report: 

The  amendments  of  the  Senate  would  have 
deleted  from  this  resolution  27  names  of  dis¬ 
placed  persons  where  the  Senate  believed 
that  such  persons,  although  their  applica¬ 
tions  were  forwarded  to  the  Congress  by  the 
Attorney  General  with  his  favorable  recom¬ 
mendation,  were  not  possessed  of  sufficiently 
strong  equities  which  would  warrant  the 
granting  of  the  status  of  permanent  resi¬ 
dence. 

The  conferees  have  carefully  gone  over  the 
records  of  such  persons  as  submitted  by  the 
Attorney  General  and  have  agreed,  upon  re¬ 
consideration  of  the  merits  involved  in  each 
-.  individual  case,  to  reinstate  eleven  names 
\  while  deciding  to  sustain  action  taken  by  the 
Senate  in  sixteen  cases,  and  to  expedite  action 
o'hthree  cases. 

The  conferees  are  now  fully  satisfied  that 
thej\can  recommend  for  approval  the  list  of 
name's,  contained  in  the  accompanying  con¬ 
ference,  report. 

In  order  to  facilitate  the  task  of  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  agencies  which,  upon  passage  of 
this  resoluWon,  will  have  to  create  records  of 
admission  f dr  permanent  residence  for  every 
one  of  the  aliens  whose  names  appear  on 
House  Concurrent  Resolution  29  in  its  final 
version,  the  conferees  have  decided  to  incor¬ 
porate  in  the  conference  report  the  entire  list 
of  aliens  whose  records  of  entry  would  be 
affected  by  this  measure. 

Lotus  E.  Graham, 

RuTk  Thompson, 

Frances  E.  Walter, 
Managers  on  the  Pitort  of  the  House. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  trie  immediate 
consideration  of  the  conference  report 
on  House  Concurrent  Resolution  29. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Reserving  thkright  to 
object,  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  inquire  when 
I  may  make  a  point  of  order  against  the 
conference  report? 

The  SPEAKER.  Following  the  re\d- 
ing  of  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Reserving  the  right  to 
object,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  this  the  bill  that 
was  on  the  private  calendar  last  week? 

The  SPEAKER.  This  is  a  concurrent 
resolution  that  passed  the  House  some 
time  ago.  It  is  not  the  matter  to  which 
the  gentleman  refers. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  the  conference  report. 

Mr.  WALTER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  make 
the  point  of  order  against  the  conference 
report  that  the  report  contains  names 
that  were  not  in  disagreement  and  de¬ 
letes  some  of  the  names  that  were  in 
agreement,  so  that  there  was  nothing  be¬ 
fore  the  conference  to  change  in  these 
instances. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  I  concede  the  point 
of  order,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  notes  that 
the  Senate  adopted  30  amendments  to 
this  House  concurrent  resolution,  but  a 
large  part  of  the  resolution,  as  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Walter] 
states,  has  not  been  amended.  The 


conference  report  proposes  action  on  all 
of  the  concurrent  resolution  following 
the  resolving  clause,  thus  including  por¬ 
tions  which  are  not  in  disagreement. 
The  conferees  obviously  have  exceeded 
their  jurisdiction,  and  the  point  of  order 
is  sustained. 

The  Clerk  will  report  the  Senate 
amendments. 

The  Clerk  read  the  Senate  amend¬ 
ments,-  as  follows : 

Page  4,  strike  out  line  1. 

Page  4,  line  20,  strike  out  “Swoyski”  and 
insert  “Swoysik.” 

Page  4,  line  2T,  strike  out  “Svojski”  and 
insert  “Svojsik,” 

Page  4,  strike  out  line  23. 

Page  8,  strike  out  line  2. 

Page  11, -Strike  out  line  2. 

Page  14,  strike  out  lines  7  and  8. 

Page  18,  strike  out  line  10. 

Page  18,  strike  out  line  12. 

Page  18,  strike  out  line  14. 

Page  18,  strike  out  line  22. 

Page  18,  strike  out  line  23. 

Page  19,  strike  out  liile  8. 

Page  20,  strike  out  line  4. 

Page  20,  strike  out  lines  12,  13,  and  14. 

Page  20,  strike  out  lines  22  and  23. 

Page  21.  strike  out  line  17. 

Page  22,  strike  out  line  4. 

Page  22,  strike  out  line  5. 

Page  22,  line  6,  strike  out  "Sbalmon”  and 
insert  "Shalom.” 

Page  22,  strike  out  line  10. 

Page  22,  strike  out  line  14. 

Page  22,  strike  out  lines  18  and  19. 

Page  22,  strike  out  line  20. 

Page  23,  strike  out  line  11. 

Page  23,  strike  out  line  12. 

Page  23,  strike  out  line  17. 

Page  23,  strike  out  line  18. 

Page  23,  strike  out  line  24. 

Page  24,  strike  out  line  1. 

Mr.  GRAHAM.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
that  the  House  concur  in  the  Senate 
amendments. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  a  mo¬ 
tion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


i— 


WHEAT  FOR  PAKISTAN— MESSAGE 

FROM  THE  PRESIDENT  OF  THE 

UNITED  STATES  (H.  DOC.  NO.  171) 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House 
the  following  message  from  the  Presi¬ 
dent  of  the  United  States,  which  was 
read  by  the  Clerk  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  ordered 
printed : 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  States: 

The  people  of  Pakistan  are  faced  with 
famine,  and  they  have  asked  our  help 
in  meeting  disaster. 

We  are  fortunate  to  be  in  a  position 
to  offer  help  at  this  time,  for  we  have 
an  abundance  of  wheat.  I  strongly  be¬ 
lieve  that  we  should  do  so.  Accordingly 
I  urge  the  Congress  to  make  possible  the 
shipment  to  Pakistan  of  up  to  1  mil¬ 
lion  long  tons  of  United  States  wheat. 

The  specter  of  famine  confronts  the 
people  of  Pakistan  at  a  crucial  time  in 
their  growth  as  a  young  free  nation. 
Unchecked,  it  could  undermine  the  very 
democratic  principles  and  institutions 
to  which  Pakistan  is  dedicated. 

The  crisis  is  largely  a  result  of  a 
calamity  of  nature.  Pakistan  was  self- 
sufficient  in  food  until  severe  drought, 
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in  2  successive  years,  struck  the  wheat- 
producing  area  of  west  Pakistan. 

The  wheat  consumption  of  the  people 
of  west  Pakistan  averages  less  than  12 
ounces  per  day  in  a  diet  consisting  very, 
largely  of  this  grain.  Today  Govern¬ 
ment  wheat  reserves  have  fallen  to  the 
vanishing  point. 

The  immediate  need  of  Pakistan  is  to 
obtain  abroad  up  to  1.5  million  long  tons 
of  wheat  both  for  consumption  and  for 
a  small  working  reserve  during  the  next 
11  months.  Of  this  total,  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Pakistan  expects  to  be  able  to 
obtain  about  400,000  tons  of  wheat  with 
its  own  and  other  aid  resources.  Can¬ 
ada  and  Australia  have  both  made  gen¬ 
erous  grants  for  wheat  to  Pakistan. 
There  is  no  important  source  in  the 
free  world  other  than  the  United  States 
able  to  furnish  additional  help. 

Pakistan  has,  therefore,  appealed  to 
the  United  States  for  1  million  tons  of 
wheat.  Its  approach  has  been  one  of 
dignity,  as  one  sovereign  democracy  to 
another,  stating  a  real  and  urgent  need. 
Between  the  people  of  Pakistan  and  the 
people  of  the  United  States  there  exists 
a  strong  bond  of  friendship.  I  am  sure 
that  the  people  of  the  United  States  de¬ 
sire  their  Government  to  respond  rapidly 
and  effectively  to  Pakistan’s  request. 

Pakistan  has  endeavored  to  keep  its 
request  for  United  States  aid  to  a  mini¬ 
mum.  The  Secretary  of  State  and  the 
Director  for  Mutual  Security  sent  a  spe¬ 
cial  mission,  headed  by  Dr.  Harry  Reed, 
dean  of  the  College  of  Agriculture  of 
Purdue  University,  to  study  at  first  hand 
the  food  situation  in  Pakistan.  Mr. 
Dulles  and  Governor  Stassen  have  also 
visited  Pakistan  within  the  last  2  weeks. 
With  the  help  of  their  observations, 
careful  consideration  has  been  given  the 
Reed  mission’s  recommendations. 

One  critical  fact  is  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Pakistan  is  suffering  grave 
financial  difficulties.  It  has  already 
taken  rigorous  steps  to  remedy  both  the 
food  outlook  and  its  general  economic 
disabilities,  and  these  efforts  give  some 
hope  for  future  self-sufficiency.  But 
Pakistan’s  gold  and  foreign  exchange 
holdings  are  barely  enough  to  meet  its 
legal  requirements  for  currency  backing 
and  essential  working  capital.  More¬ 
over,  Pakistan  has  little  prospect  of  an 
exportable  wheat  surplus  which  would 
permit  repayment  of  a  loan  in  kind.  Its 
export  earnings  and  all  its  prospective 
financial  resources  are  needed  to  meet 
the  demand  of  economic  development 
essential  to  prevent  future  food  and  fi¬ 
nancial  crises.  A  dollar  loan  would 
make  it  impossible  for  Pakistan  to  ob¬ 
tain  further  necessary  development  loans 
from  international  lending  institutions. 

These  considerations  make  certain 
conclusions  evident.  Pakistan  needs  a 
grant  of  up  to  700,000  tons  of  United 
States  wheat  for  relief  purposes  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  best  available  estimates.  The 
urgency  of  the  need  is  underscored  by 
the  Reed  mission’s  recommendation  for 
delivery  of  100,000  tons  of  United  States 
aid  wheat  in  Karachi  by  August  15  of 
this  year. 

This  grant  would  serve  a  double  pur¬ 
pose.  It  would  meet  Pakistan’s  imme¬ 
diate  and  pressing  need  for  food  and  at 


the  same  time  provide  local  currency  for 
economic  development  programs.  The 
rupee  receipts  from  the  sale  of  wheat 
would  be  placed  in  a  counterpart  fund 
under  joint  Pakistan-United  States  ad¬ 
ministration.  This  fund  will  be  used  for 
development  purposes  with  emphasis 
placed  on  increased  food  production  in 
Pakistan  to  lessen  the  danger  of  future 
shortages. 

In  addition  to  the  700,000  tons,  Pak¬ 
istan  may  also  need  up  to  300,000  tons 
as  a  ncessary  working  reserve  of  wheat. 
The  exact  amount  needed  for  this  pur¬ 
pose  can  only  be  determined  later;  and 
only  then  can  we  determine  whether  the 
remainder  of  our  aid  should  be  supplied 
as  a  grant  or  a  loan. 

Fortunately,  we  do  have  the  capacity 
to  help  at  the  present  time.  Our  large 
wheat  reserves  have  created  a  grave 
storage  problem,  demanding  unusual 
and  sometimes  costly  storage  measures. 

I  propose,  therefore,  that  the  Con¬ 
gress  authorize  me  to  make  available  to 
Pakistan  up  to  1  million  tons  of  wheat 
out  of  stocks  held  by  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation.  This  wheat  already 
is  owned  by  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration,  having  been  obtained  under 
the  price-support  program.  To  make  it 
available  to  Pakistan  will  create  no  ad¬ 
ditional  Government  expenditure  at  this 
time  other  than  the  cost  of  transporta¬ 
tion.  In  order  that  the  operations  of 
the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  will 
not  be  impaired,  I  am  recommending 
that  the  legislation  include  authority 
for  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
to  recover  its  costs,  including  interest, 
through  an  appropriation  when  the  costs 
of  the  programs  have  been  ascertained. 

The  United  States  Government  pro¬ 
poses  to  designate,  with  the  concurrence 
of  the  Government  of  Pakistan,  a  group 
to  observe  the  receipt  and  distribution 
of  wheat  in  Pakistan.  The  group’s  re¬ 
ports  will  be  available  to  the  Congress. 

To  provide  sufficient  United  States 
aid  in  time,  it  is  imperative  that  the 
grain  begin  to  move  from  United  States 
ports  by  the  end  of  this  month. 

I  strongly  urge  that  the  Congress 
make  such  prompt  action  possible. 

Dwight  D.  Eisenhower. 

The  White  House,  June  10,  1953. 


TORNADO  DISASTER  IN 
MASSACHUSETTS 

The  SPEAKER.  The'  gentlewoman 
from  Massachusetts  [Mrs.  Rogers]  is 
recognized. 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts.  Mr. 
Speaker,  yesterday  the  horrible  tornado 
reached  Massachusetts.  Great  havoc 
was  wrought  in  Worcester,  and  I  under¬ 
stand  in  Wrentham,  which  is  in  the  dis¬ 
trict  of  our  distinguished  Speaker,  and 
other  places,  including  Billerica  in  my 
own  district.  Terrific  damage  was  done 
to  private  property  and  there  was  great 
loss  of  life.  I  would  like  to  give  a  report 
of  what  the  Veterans’  Administration 
hospitals  and  doctors  did  for  the  people 
who  were  injured  in  the  Worcester  area. 
In  the  Framingham  and  Rutland 
Heights  Veterans’  Administration  hospi¬ 
tals  the  disaster  program  in  effect  has 
called  all  employees  back  to  the  hospi¬ 


tals  and  they  were  on  duty  all  night. 
Three  additional  doctors  were  sent  to  the 
Cushing  Hospital. 

Three  hundred  blood  donors  were,  as¬ 
sembled  at  the  hospital.  One  hundred 
gave  transfusions  for  use  in  the  com¬ 
munity,  and  the  other  200  are  stand¬ 
ing  by. 

The  hospital  supplied  three  ambu¬ 
lances  with  drivers.  Two  neurological 
surgeons  were  sent  to  Rutland  Heights 
Hospital.  Neither  of  tfie  Veterans’  Ad¬ 
ministration  hospitals'  was  damaged.  At 
Cushing,  however,  the  grounds  were  lit¬ 
tered  with  debris.  At  Rutland  Heights 
the  communications  were  put  out  of 
commission.  I$oth  hospitals  are  stand¬ 
ing  by  and  doing  everything  they  can  to 
;  help. 

All  our/thanks  to  them.  I  believe  that 
the  administration  will  be  asked  to  give 
help,  ,6s  it  certainly  should,  to  the  area 
damaged  in  Massachusetts,  as  well  as  to 
the  area  in  Michigan  and  elsewhere.  I 
shall  most  certainly  support  such  a  reso¬ 
lution. 

I  plan  to  leave  here  as  soon  as  the 
House  adjourns  today,  to  go  to  Massa¬ 
chusetts  to  do  everything  I  can  to  help 
in  the  distressed  area. 

The  Boston  morning  newspapers  said 
that  83  persons  were  killed,  more  than 
800  injured,  and  3,000  were  left  homeless. 
The  destructive  force  and  effect  of  the 
tornado  were  felt  over  an  area  of  40 
square  miles. 

Some  idea  of  the  terrible  blast  can  be 
gathered  from  the  following  account 
which  is  taken  from  this  morning’s  Bos¬ 
ton  Post: 

New  England’s  most  devastating  storm 
since  the  great  hurricane  in  1938,  struck  in 
the  wake  of  a  series  of  tornadoes  and  floods 
which  took  at  least  149  lives  in  the  Midwest 
on  Monday. 

Two  hours  after  the  twister  had  spent 
itself  Red  Cross  officials  said  that  more  than 

■jured  in  Worcester,  with  at  least 
tester  hospitals. 

a  at  least  100  houses  were  de- 
iuced  to  matchwood.  All  com- 
3  were  broken  by  the  twister, 
.  were  out,  gas  and  electric  facili- 
idly  impaired. 

ry  reported  more  than  100  homes 
and  structures  leveled  there  by  the  tornado. 

Within  the'  Worcester  city  limits,  several 
houses  in  a  ho'qsing  project  were  smashed. 
One  building  of  ' the  huge  Norton  Co.  ma¬ 
chine  tool  plant  wag  blown  down. 

Exact  figures  were  lacking  at  midnight  be¬ 
cause  of  the  breakdown  of  normal  commu¬ 
nications. 

Throughout  the  night  rescue  workers, 
teams  of  Red  Cross  volunteers,  and  every 
available  State  policeman,  national  guards¬ 
man,  and  local  police,  were  digging  feverishly 
into  the  ruins  everywhere,  fearful,  that  many 
persons  were  buried  in  the  debris.,  of  their 
homes.  . 

BLOWS  ITSELF  OUT  \ 

Only  emergency  vehicles  were  being  per¬ 
mitted  to  enter  the  area  at  midnight. 

All  doctors,  nurses,  and  civil  defense  per¬ 
sonnel  were  mustered  by  State  and  local 
police  in  the  area  in  the  wake  of  the  tornado. 
The  Red  Cross  announced  five  disaster  relief 
workers  and  nursing  staffs  on  their  way  to 
the  disaster  area  at  midnight. 

An  early  examination  of  the  disaster  area 
showed  many  houses  reduced  to  kindling, 
and  automobiles,  caught  in  the  path  of  the 
twister,  crumpled  as  though  run  over  by  a 
giant  press. 
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AGRICULTURAL  A  P  PRO  PR  I  AT  I  Qif  BILL,  1954*  Passed  with  amendments  this  bill, 

H*R»  5227  (ppfc  6679-71?)*  Sens,  Young,  Ferguson,  McCarthy,  lundt,  Aiken, 

Russell,  Hayden,  and  McCarran  were  appointed  conferees  (p.  6717)* 

Agreed  to  the  following  amendments  in  addition  to  the  committee  amendments : 

By  Sen,  Thye,  to  increase  the  appropriation  fcfc  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Act  (R FA,  Title  II)' from  *>5,250,00\to  05,290,000  to 
pr"oyide  for  a  market  news  and  statistical  service  for  the  turkey 
industry  (pp.  6684-5 )o 

By  Sen,  Watkins,  to  add  an  item  of  '10,000  for  acquisition  of  land 
to  facilitate  control  of  soil  erosion  and  flood  damage  in  the 
Cache  National  Forest,  Utah  (pp,  6711-12 )« 

Sen,  Williams  proposed  an  amendment  to  make  the  advance  authorization  for 
the  Agricultural  Conservation  Program  for  the  crop  year  195h  6l40/000^000P  and 
to  reduce  the  maximum  amount  of  individual  payments  from  .1,500  to  ' l,000o 
Sen, 'Russell  proppsed  a  substitute  amendment  to  increase  the  authorization  to 
6225,000,000c,  On  a  38-36  vote  the  Senate  agreed  to  substitute  the  Russell 
amendment  for  the  Williams  amendment.  However,  the  substitute  amendment  was 
defeated  by  a  tie  vote,  38-38.  Sen.  Williams  then  proposed  an  amendment  to 
make  the  advance  authorization  "145,000,000.  This  amendment  was  rejected, 

22-51*  (pp*  6686-707.) 


Rejected  the  following  additional  amendments: 

fey  Sen*  1'onroiiey,  to  increase  flood  prevention  from  07*000,000  to 
012 ,000,000,  the  amount  of  the  original  budget  estimate  (pp»  6707- 
II)©  :  .  • 

Sen©  Younjg  (on  behalf  of  tlie  committee  and  under  a  motion  to  sus- 
nd  the  rules)*  to  provide  that  the  additional  amounts, -for  the 
e le ctrif i cati on,  program  may  be  distributed  in  any  State  or 
Jt'cry*  in  addition  to  other  sum3*  except  that  not  over  20$ 
couid  be  distributed  to  any  one  State  (pp„  6713 -lit X _ 


2#  FOREIGN  AID,,  The  Agriculture  and  Forestry  Committee  reported  ydth  amendments 
.o,,  S»  2112,  t O'  provide' .  for  the  transfer  of  pxi  ce-support  wheat  to  Pakistan 

~  Rept'a  koh)  (po  6657) o  •  _ ZL _  A .  . 

^Thb'- Foreign  RdL^ions  Committee  reported  (during  recess  on  June  13)*  an 
original  bill*  S*  2128^  extending  the  mutual  security^ program  for  195k  (S» 

,  Kept*’  U03)  (p©  6657)o  This  bill  "was  then  referred  to  the  Armed  Services  Com-* 
mitted '  in '  order . that  an  examination  may  be  made  oy  the  arms  features  of  the 
bill  (p0 '6658)o-  • 


•3» 


./ 


CCC  OPERATIONS  c  Sen*  Williams  inserted  the  Budget  Bureau’s  letter  outlining 
.  .total  CCC  expenditures  and  losses  since  its  .inception  in  1933  (pp»  6717-8 )o 


1 


he  AHEAT  IMPORTS®  Received  a  report  on  hearings  held  to  date  by  the  Agriculture 
and ' Forestry-  Conmittee  investigating  th,e'  importation  of  feed  wheat  from 
Canada  (S#  Rept®  UlO)  (p0  6<66i)o  A 

“  V 

5*  -PERSONNEL©  The  Post  Office  and  Civil ‘Service  Committee  reported  with  amend¬ 
ments  S,  l68hp  to  facilitate  civil-service  appointment  of  persons  who  lost  op-' 
portunity,  therefor'  because  of  service  In  the  armed  forces  after  June  30*  1950* 
•  fete©  (S*  Repto  U05)(po  6661 )c 


6{ 


WAR  POSERS «  The.  Judiciary  Committee  reported  without  amendment  S*  1237*  to  ex¬ 
tend  title  2  of 'the  First  War  Pavers  Act  (contract  authority  of  the  President) 
through  June  30*  195U  (SI  Rept*  hO?)  (pe  6661 % 


TREATIES,  The  Judiciary  Committee  reported  with  amendments  S*  J*  Res,  1*  whicJ'  1 
would  amend  the  Constitution  to  restrict  the  President’s  treatymaking  power* 
accompanied  by  minority  and  individual  views  (S„  Rept*  lj.12)  (p„  6661 ) « 


8*  FOREIGN  POLICY 5  FARM  PRICES®  Sen®  Wiley  inserted  his,  speech  made  before  the 


Wis,  Republican  Convention  urging  support  for  the  Administration’s-  foreign 
policy  and  claiming  tlite  Administration  has  given  most  serious  consideration  to 
the  problem  of  declining,  farm  prices  (pp©  6^72— U ) 0  \ 


,9 o.  ELECTRIFICATION  3  RECLAMATION®  Sen,  Kefauver  inserted  a  letter  to  the  President 
from  101  signatories  representing  farm  groups  and  others  protesting  the  Ad¬ 
ministration’s  abandonment  of; the  Hells  Canyon  project  and  urging  the  Corps  of 
Engineers*  Reclamation  Bureau*  and  USDA  to  oppose  the  Idaho  Power  Company’s 
plan  before  the  FPC  to  construct  smaller  dams  (pp©  6678-9)0 


1G9  HOUSING’  INTEREST  RATES,  As  reported  (see  Digest  106)*  S®  1993  (1)  'makes  the 
maximum  interest-  rates  far-  the  various  mortgage  insurance  programs  under  the 
National  Housing  Act  consistent  with  each  other ;  (2)  revises  the  myimm 
interest  rate  on  direct  veteran  home  loans  under  the  Servicemen’s  Readjustment 


Act  of  I9UI1*  as  amended*  sor  as  to  conform  to  the  maximum  interest  rate  far 


guaranteed  loans  under  that  act y  (3)  clarifies  the  Veterans*  Administrator *s 
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Mr.  Aiken,  from  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry,  reported, 
under  authority  of  the  order  of  June  11  (legislative  day,  June  8), 
1953,  the  following 


REPORT 

[To  accompany  S.  2112] 

The  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry,  to  whom  was  referred 
the  bill  (S.  2112)  to  provide  for  the  transfer  of  price-support  wheat 
to  Pakistan,  having  considered  the  same,  report  thereon  with  a  recom¬ 
mendation  that  it  do  pass  with  amendments. 

S.  2112  would  carry  out  the  President’s  recommendation  for  the 
grant  of  wheat  to  Pakistan  as  set  out  in  his  message  of  June  10 
(H.  Doc.  171,  83d  Cong.).  Pakistan  is  a  new,  democratic  nation  that 
is  friendly  to  the  United  States.  It  has  suffered  severe  drought  in  its 
wheat-producing  area  for  2  successive  years.  Despite  rigorous  steps 
taken  by  it  to  remedy  both  the  food  outlook  and  its  general  economic 
disabilities,  it  is  at  present  facing  famine  conditions  and  suffering 
grave  financial  difficulties.  Its  gold  and  foreign-exchange  holdings 
are  barely  enough  to  meet  its  regular  requirements  for  currency  back¬ 
ing  and  essential  working  capital.  It  does  not  appear  likely  that  it 
would  be  able  to  repay  a  monetary  loan,  and  such  a  loan  would  make 
it  impossible  for  Pakistan  to  obtain  further  necessary  development 
loans  from  international  lending  institutions.  A  loan  of  wheat  repay¬ 
able  in  kind  is  neither  feasible  nor  desirable  from  the  viewpoint  of 
either  country.  Pakistan’s  export  earnings  and  all  of  its  prospective 
financial  resources  are  needed  to  meet  the  demand  of  economic  develop¬ 
ment  essential  to  prevent  future  food  and  financial  crises. 

Its  immediate  need  for  wheat  from  abroad  is  1.5  million  long  tons 
for  consumption  and  for  a  small  working  reserve  during  the  next  11 
months.  It  expects  to  obtain  about  400,000  tons  from  abroad  with  its 
own  and  other  aid  resources.  Canada  and  Australia  have  both  made 
generous  grants.  Under  S.  2112  the  President  could  grant  Pakistan 
up  to  1  million  long  tons  of  wheat,  of  which  700,000  tons  would  be 
26006 
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available  to  alleviate  starvation  and  suffering,  and  up  to  300,000  tons 
would  be  available  to  provide  a  working  reserve.  One  hundred 
thousand  tons  is  needed  in  Karachi  by  August  15,  and  immediate 
action  on  the  bill  might  tend  to  have  the  further  beneficial  effect  of 
freeing  for  distribution  the  little  wheat  now  held  in  private  hands  in 
Pakistan. 

As  amended  by  your  committee,  the  bill  provides  for  sale  of  the 
wheat  by  the  Government  of  Pakistan  for  rupees  to  those  of  its  people 
who  can  afford  to  pay,  and  distribution  free  of  cost'  to  those  who  can¬ 
not.  It  is  also  expected  that  proper  precautions  will  be  taken  by  the 
President  and  the  Government  of  Pakistan  to  assure  that  none  of  the 
wheat  will  be  sold  at  an  excessive  price.  Rupees  received  from  the 
sale  of  the  wheat  would  be  utilized  as  agreed  upon  by  the  United 
States  and  the  Government  of  Pakistan  for  the  further  benefit  of  the 
people  of  Pakistan  through  programs  to  increase  food  production  and 
in  other  programs  in  the  mutual  interest  of  the  United  States  and 
Pakistan.  Five  percent  of  the  rupees  so  received  would  be  available 
for  local  currency  requirements  of  the  United  States,  including  ad¬ 
ministrative  and  operating  expenses  in  Pakistan  in  connection  with 
assistance  supplied  by  the  United  States. 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation  stocks  of  wheat  early  this  month 
totaled  about  310  million  bushels.  The  quantity  yet  to  be  acquired 
under  the  1952  program  may  be  in  excess  of  another  100  million 
bushels.  The  1953  crop  is  expected  to  total  over  1,100  million 
bushels,  and  supply  and  demand  conditions  in  exporting  and  im¬ 
porting  countries  appear  to  be  such  as  to  result  in  decreased  demand 
for  dollar  wheat.  The  United  States  is  therefore  well  able  to  furnish 
the  1  million  long  tons  (about  37  million  bushels)  provided  by  the 
bill. 

ANALYSIS  OF  THE  BILL 

Section  1  would  authorize  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to 
make  up  to  1  million  long  tons  of  wheat  acquired  through  price- 
support  operations  available  to  the  President  for  transfer  to  the 
Government  of  Pakistan  upon  such  terms  as  he  sees  fit. 

Section  2  would  authorize  appropriations  to  reimburse  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation. 

Section  3  would  require  the  terms  of  the  transfer  to  Pakistan  to 
provide  for — 

(а)  distribution  of  the  wheat  without  discrimination; 

(б)  full  publicity  for  United  States  assistance; 

(c)  United  States  observers; 

(d)  utilization  of  local  currency  received  for  the  wheat  as 
agreed  upon  bv  the  United  States  and  Pakistan  to  increase  food 
production  in  Pakistan  and  other  projects  in  the  mutual  interest 
of  the  two  countries; 

(e)  allocation  of  5  percent  of  the  local  currency  receipts  to  the 
United  States  for  its  local  currency  requirements;  and 

(/)  appropriate  measures  to  reduce  and  forestall  further  relief 
needs. 

Section  4  would  permit  termination  of  assistance  by  the  President 
or  Congress. 

Section  5  makes  it  clear  that  the  local  currency  allocated  to  the 
United  States  by  the  bill  would  be  subject  to  section  1415  of  the 
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Supplemental  Appropriations  Act,  1953,  or  any  other  applicable  pro¬ 
vision  of  law.  Section  1415  prohibits  the  expenditure  of  foreign 
credits  owed  to  or  owned  by  the  United  States  Treasury  except  as 
provided  annually  in  appropriation  acts. 

AMENDMENTS 

Your  committee  has  recommended  three  amendments  to  the  bill 
as  introduced.  These  amendments  would  (1)  provide  for  transporta¬ 
tion  of  at  least  50  percent  of  the  wheat  in  American  ships,  (2)  remove 
the  requirement  of  the  bill  that  the  antidiscrimination  provision  of 
the  proposed  agreement  with  Pakistan  cover  wheat  from  other  sources, 
and  (3)  provide  specifically  for  free  distribution  to  needy  persons. 
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S.  2112 

[Report  No.  404] 


IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

June  10  (legislative  day,  June  8),  1953 

Mr.  Aiken  (for  himself,  Mr.  Knowland,  Mr.  Smith  of  New  Jersey,  and  Mr. 
Taft)  introduced  the  following  bill;  which  was  read  twice  and  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry 

June  13,  1953 

Reported,  under  the  authority  of  the  order  of  the  Senate  of  June  11  (legislative 
day,  June  8),  1953,  by  Mr.  Aiken,  with  amendments 

[Omit  the  part  struck  through  and  insert  the  part  printed  in  italic] 


A  BILL 

To  provide  for  the  transfer  of  price-support  wheat  to  Pakistan. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That,  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  any  other  law,  the 

4  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  is  authorized  and  directed 

5  to  make  available  to  the  President  out  of  wheat  stocks 

6  acquired  through  price-support  operations  not  to  exceed 

7  one  million  long  tons  of  wheat,  during  the  period  ending 

8  June  30,  1954,  for  transfer  to  the  Government  of  Pakistan 

9  upon  such  terms  and  conditions  as  the  President  determines 

10  appropriate,  of  which  seven  hundred  thousand  tons  may  be 

11  made  available  in  order  to  alleviate  starvation  and  mass  suf- 
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fering  threatened  by  famine  conditions  in  Pakistan  and  not  to 
exceed  three  hundred  thousand  tons  to  provide  such  reserve 
supply  as  he  may  determine  to  be  a  necessary  supplement 
to  such  emergency  assistance.  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion  shall  deliver  the  wheat  on  board  vessels  in  United 
States  ports  as  directed  by  the  President.  At  least  50  per 
centum  of  the  gross  tonnage  of  wheat  made  available  under 
this  Act  and  transported,  from  the  United  States  on  ocean 
vessels  shall  be  so  transported  on  United  States  flag  vessels 
to  the  extent  practicable  and  to  the  extent  such  vessels  are 
available  at  market,  rates  for  United  States  flag  vessels. 

Sec.  2.  For  the  purpose  of  making  payments  to  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  for  commodities  disposed  of 
hereunder,  there  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated, 
out  of  any  moneys  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropri¬ 
ated,  such  sums  as  are  equal  to  the  Corporation’s  investment 
in  such  commodities,  including  handling  costs,  plus  the  costs 
incurred  in  making  deliveries  hereunder.  Any  funds  or  other 
assets  available  to  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  may  be 
used,  in  advance  of  such  appropriation  or  payments,  for 
carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this  Act. 

Sec.  3.  No  assistance  under  authority  of  this  Act  snail 
be  made  available  until  an  agreement  is  entered  into  between 
Pakistan  and  the  United  States  containing  the  following 
undertakings,  and  any  others  the  President  may  determine  to 
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be  desirable  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  on  the  part 
of  Pakistan : 

(a)  To  distribute  the  supplies  made  available  under  this 
Actr-ft*  well  as  similar  supplies  obtained  locally  or  imported 
from  outside  sources  by  the  Government  of  Pakistan,  among 
the  people  of  Pakistan  without  discrimination. 

(b)  To  give  full  and  continuous  publicity  in  Pakistan 
to  the  assistance  furnished  by  the  United  States;  and  to 
provide  such  supplies  free  of  cost  to  persons  who,  bp  virtue 
of  circumstances  beyond  their  control  are  unable  to  pay  for 
them. 

(c)  To  permit  persons  designated  by  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  to  observe  without  restriction  the  distri¬ 
bution  in  Pakistan  of  supplies  made  available  under  authority 
of  this  Act. 

(d)  To  deposit  in  a  special  account  amounts  of  the  cur¬ 
rency  of  Pakistan  equivalent  to  the  amounts  of  such  cur¬ 
rency  accruing  to  the  Government  of  Pakistan  from  the  im¬ 
port  and  sale  of  commodities  furnished  as  a  grant  hereunder, 
this  account  to  be  utilized  as  may  be  agreed  upon  by  the 
United  States  and  the  Government  of  Pakistan  for  the  bene¬ 
fit  of  the  people  of  Pakistan  in  programs  to  increase  food 
production  and  in  other  projects  and  programs  in  the  mutual 
interest  of  the  United  States  and  Pakistan. 

(e)  To  allocate  to  the  use  of  the  Government  of  the 
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United  States  5  per  centum  of  the  local  currency  account 
established  in  subsection  (d)  for  use,  in  accordance  with 
applicable  United  States  laws,  for  local  currency  require-, 
ments  of  the  United  States,  including  administrative  and 
operating  expenses  in  Pakistan  in  connection  with  assistance 
supplied  by  the  United  States. 

(f)  To  pursue  all  appropriate  measures  to  reduce  its 
relief  needs  and  to  increase  production  and  supply  and  im¬ 
prove  distribution  of  foodstuffs  within  Pakistan  so  as  to 
lessen  the  danger  of  similar  emergencies  in  the  future. 

Sec.  4.  All  or  any  part  of  the  assistance  provided  here¬ 
under  shall  be  terminated  by  the  President  whenever  he,  or 
Congress  by  concurrent  resolution,  determines  that  because 
of  changed  conditions  continuation  of  assistance  is  unneces¬ 
sary  or  undesirable,  Termination  of  assistance  to  Pakistan 
under  this  section  may  include  the  termination  of  deliveries 
of  all  supplies  scheduled  under  this  Act  and  not  yet  delivered, 
Sec.  5.  Nothing  contained  in  this  Act  shall  affect  the 
applicability  of  section  1415  of  the  Supplemental  Appro-? 
priation  Act,  1953  or  other  provisions  of  law  to  the  local 
currency  allocated  to  the  use  of  the  United  States  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  agreement  provided  for  in  section  3, 
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1.  FOREIGN  AID,  The  Agriculture  Committee  reported  with  amendment  H*R.  5659,  to 
provide  for  the  transfer  of  price-support  wheat  to  Pakistan  (H,  Kept,  570) 

-  (p®  690 6),  '  -  'r-  -  v "  "  v  -  -v  '  •  ;  *  ■' 

The  Foreign  Affairs  Committee  Reported  without  amendment  H»R.  5710, 

Mutual  Security' Agency-  authorization  bill  (H0  Kept,  569')  (?•  6906),  Reps, 
Burleson  and  Javits  discussed  this  bill  (ppa  6851^53 )., 

/  *  \ 

ECONOMIC  CO-iTROLS.  Received  the  conference  report  on  S.  1081,  providing  for 
temporary  economic  controls  (R.  Rept0  571)  (pp0  6901-O'S.).  The  conferees  *'  7 
agreed  to  eliminate  from  tha^ bill  titles  6  (consumer  anosr eal-e state  credit) 
and  8  (90-day  freeze  provisions);  adopt  the  Senate  definition  of  national 
defense;  adopt  the  House •  amendment  to  establish  a  Small  Business  Administra¬ 
tion  (to  take  the  place  of  the  Small  Defense  Plant  Administration  which  will 
expire  June  30,  1953 );  4nd  adopt  a  2-year  extension  of  those  provisions  which 
the  House  amendment  would -have  extended  for  only  1  years  '•  \ 


2. 


h9 


APPR0IRI AT IONS «  Beg^n  debate  on  HARC  5690,  second  independent  offices  appropri¬ 
ation  bill  for  195S  (pp=  6050,  6862-901) e  The  discussion  centered  mainly  on 

TVAC  ...  /  ■  .  •  '  ;  s  *■'  '  '  ’ !  '  '■  .  *' 

FORESTRY,  The  /Interior  and  insular  Affairs  Committee  ordered  reported  (but  did 
‘not  actually  report )  with  amendments  H.R,' 33h}  regarding  disposition  of  de¬ 
posits  of  saixd,  stone,  gravel,  etc®,  when  situated  on  national  forest  lands 

(pc  d56U)0 


5.  RECLA.Ii\TIGNV'  The  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs  .Committee  ordered  reported  (but 

did; not  actually  report )>;with amendments  H$,‘^37Uj  relating  to  appropriations 

for  construction  of  the  -Eklutna  project,  Alaska  (p.«  D56U), 

\  •  •  •  , 

6.  FOOD ...  DEFECT  ION,  \  The  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce  Committee  ordered  reported 

(but  did  not  actually  report)  H.R.  57UO,  to  permit  factory,  warehouse,  etc., 
inspection  by  the  Food  and ’Drug  Administration,  after  giving  written  notice  to 
the  earner  (p,  P565). 

\  •  / 

7.  PERSONNEL.  The  Post  Of. flee  and  Civil  Service  Committee  ordered  reported  (but 

did  not  actually  report.)  H.R,  5706,.  t.a  facilitate  civil-pervi'ce'  appointment'  of 
.persons  who  lost  this  opportunity  because  of  military  service'  after  June  30, 

.  ..1950  (pa.  D565),  V:  •’  - 

8 o  •  FARM  PRICES o  Rep«  I’cCarthy  Criticized  the  statemeni/by  Leonard  Hall,  Republican 
,  -national  chairmdh,  that  the  .rariu, price, decline  had  been" halted  by  the  present 
administration  and  tint  farm  ibices  .were  now  onyfche’  upturn  (p«  6852 ). 


SENATE 

.  '  t '  • 

?0  FCREIGH  AID,  Passed  with  amendments,  S0;  2112  (pp.  682l>-3l),  This  bill  provides 
as  follows :  • 

Authorizes  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to  make  up  to  1  million  long 
tons  of  wheat  acquired  through  price-support  operations  available  to  the  Presi¬ 
dent  for  transfer  to  the  Government  of  Pakistan  upon  such  terms  as  he  sees  fit. 
Authorizes  appropriations  to  reimburse  CCCe  Requires  the  terms  of  the  transfer 
to  Pakistan  to  provide  for  (a)  distribution  of  the  wheat  without  discrimination; 
(b)  full  publicity  for  United  States  assistance;  (c)  United  States  observers; 

(d)  utilization  of  local  currency  received  for  the  wheat  as  agreed  upon  by  the 
United  States  and  Pakistan  to  increase  food  production  in  Pakistan 'and  other 
projects  in  the  mutual  interest  of  the  two  countries;  (e)  -allocation  of  5  per¬ 
cent  of  .the  local  currency  receipts  to  the  United  States  for  its  local  currency 
requirements;  (f)  appropriate  measures  to  reduce  and  forestall  further  relief 
needs;  and  (g)  ftee  distribution  to  needy  persons.  .  Permits  termination  of 
assistance  by  the  President  or  Congress.  Requires  transportation  of  at  least 
half  of  the  wheat  in  American  ships. 

10.  ST.  LA’. PENCE  bATERpAY,  The  Foreign  Relations  Committee  reported  without  amend¬ 
ment  S.  2150,  to/create  the  3t.  Lawrence  Seaway  Development  Corporation,  Sen. 
'Jiley  stated  this  bill  was  approved  by  a  13-2  committee  vote.  The  committee 
was  granted  authority  to  submit  its  report  idthin  the  next  Xdays  (S.  Rept0 
to),  (pp.  61320-1. ) 


H, 


Ilvfl IGRATION,  Passed  without  amendment  5.  1766,  to  establish  the'-  Office  of  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Refugees  to  coordinate  Government  activities  relating  to  escapees 
and  refugees  and  the  migration  of  persons  (pp0  683U-5). 


/ 


12*  RECESSED  until  Thurs.,  June  18 


(p.  68h9)«  The  legislative  program  as  stated  by 
the  acting  majority  leader;  S.  1901,  outer  C ont lnental'  Skje If  bill  was  made  the 
Unfinished  business  until  copies  of  the  hearings  and  report  are  available; 
.Thurs,,  calendar;  Fri, ,  if  hearings  on  S.  1901  are  not  then  available,  "miscel¬ 
laneous  and  largely  uncont rover sial  bills"  (pn,  68U 7-8), 
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June  16,  1953.— Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Hope,  from  the  Committee  on  Agriculture,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  R.  5659] 

The  Committee  on  Agriculture,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 
(H.  R.  5659)  to  provide  for  the  transfer  of  price-support  wheat  to 
Pakistan,  having  considered  the  same,  report  favorably  thereon  with 
amendments  and  recommend  that  the  bill  do  pass. 

The  amendments  are  as  follows: 

Page  2,  line  23,  amend  subsection  (a)  to  read: 

(a)  To  distribute  the  supplies  made  available  under  this  Act  among  the  people 
of  Pakistan  without  discrimination;  and  to  provide  such  supplies  free  of  cost  to 
persons  who,  by  virtue  of  circumstances  beyond  their  control,  are  unable  to  pay 
for  them. 

Page  3,  line  4,  after  the  words  “furnished  by  the”  insert  the  words 
“people  of  the”. 

STATEMENT 

For  the  past  2  years  the  nation  of  Pakistan  has  been  stricken  by  a 
drought  which  has  seriously  reduced  the  production  of  wheat,  the 
food  which  makes  up  approximately  two-thirds  of  the  diet  of  the  people 
of  that  country.  Pakistan  is  a  new,  democratic  nation  that  has 
demonstrated  repeatedly  its  friendship  for  the  United  States.  The 
appeal  of  that  nation  for  a  grant  of  wheat  with  which  to  meet  the 
threatened  famine  conditions  in  Pakistan  was  presented  to  the  United 
States  on  April  22,  1953,  and  on  June  10,  1953,  the  President  trans¬ 
mitted  to  the  Congress  a  request  for  legislation  authorizing  the  gift 
of  such  wheat.  Pursuant  to  that  request,  three  identical  bills  were 
introduced,  H.  R.  5659  by  Mr.  Hope,  H.  R.  5660  by  Mr.  Javits,  and 
H.  R.  5661  by  Mr.  Judd.  Hearings  were  held  on  June  15  and  16, 
and  the  committee  reports  herewith  H.  R.  5659. 

The  purpose  of  this  bill  is  to  authorize  and  direct  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  to  make  available  to  the  President  up  to  1  million 
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long  tons  of  wheat  (approximately  37  million  bushels)  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Government  of  Pakistan  in  order  to  alleviate  starvation 
and  famine  conditions  in  Pakistan  and  to  provide  that  country  with 
some  reserve  supply  of  this  important  food  grain.  The  wheat  will 
come  from  stocks  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  acquired 
pursuant  to  price-support  operations.  These  stocks  totaled  about 
310  million  bushels  on  June  1,  1953. 

The  bill  as  amended  by  the  committee  provides  that  no  wheat  shall 
be  transferred  to  Pakistan  until  the  United  States  and  Pakistan  have 
entered  into  an  agreement  as  to  its  use  and  distribution.  This  agree¬ 
ment  is  to  include  the  following  provisions : 

(1)  Distribution  of  the  wheat  without  discrimination  among  the 
people  of  Pakistan  and  without  cost  to  those  who,  through  no  fault  of 
then’  own,  are  unable  to  purchase  it; 

(2)  Full  publicity  to  the  assistance  furnished  by  the  people  of  the 
United  States; 

(3)  Unrestricted  observation  of  the  distribution  procedure  by 
United  States  observers; 

(4)  Utilization  of  any  local  currency  derived  by  Pakistan  from 
the  sale  of  donated  wheat,  in  a  manner  agreed  upon  by  the  United 
States  and  the  Government  of  Pakistan,  for  programs  to  increase 
food  production  in  Pakistan  and  other  projects  of  mutual  interest  to 
the  two  countries; 

(5)  Allocation  of  5  percent  of  the  local  currency  received  for  the 
use  of  the  United  States  within  Pakistan;  and 

(6)  The  taking  of  all  appropriate  measures  to  reduce  and  prevent 
further  relief  needs. 

The  bill  also  authorizes  an  appropriation  for  the  purpose  of  making 
payment  to  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  for  the  wheat  made 
available  to  Pakistan.  The  Corporation,  however,  is  authorized  to 
make  the  wheat  available  in  advance  of  receiving  payment  therefor. 
Until  the  appropriation  is  made  to  the  Corporation,  however,  it  is 
contemplated  that  the  amount  of  the  payment  to  be  received  from 
the  appropriation  would  be  reflected  on  the  books  of  the  Corporation 
as  a  receivable.  The  amount  of  this  receivable  would  be  the  Cor¬ 
poration’s  investment  in  the  wheat,  including  all  handling  costs  and 
all  costs  incurred  in  making  delivery  of  the  wheat  on  board  vessels 
in  United  States  ports.  It  is  also  contemplated  that  the  Corpora¬ 
tion’s  investment  and  costs  would  include  interest  on  the  total  amount 
thereof  to  the  date  of  payment  to  the  Corporation,  at  the  rate  at 
which  the  Corporation  borrows  from  the  Treasury  in  financing  its 
operation. 

EXECUTIVE  COMMUNICATION 

The  Secretary  of  State  and  the  Director  of  the  Mutual  Security 
Agency,  both  of  whom  have  visited  Pakistan  recently,  appeared  before 
the  committee  and  strongly  urged  enactment  of  the  bill.  Similar 
endorsement  was  given  by  Dr.  Harry  Reed,  dean  of  the  College  of 
Agriculture  of  Purdue  University,  who  headed  a  mission  to  Pakistan 
to  investigate  the  food  situation  in  that  country  and  who  reported  to 
the  committee  in  detail  on  the  conclusions  reached  by  his  group. 

The  bill  was  transmitted  to  the  Congress  on  June  10,  1953,  by  the 
President,  and  his  Executive  communication  stating  the  situation  in 
Pakistan  and  the  need  for  the  legislation  is  quoted  herewith  and  made 
a  part  of  this  report. 
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The  White  House, 

June  10,  1953. 

To  the  Congress  of  the  United  Stales: 

The  people  of  Pakistan  are  faced  with  famine,  and  they  have  asked  our  help 
in  meeting  disaster. 

We  are  fortunate  to  be  in  a  position  to  offer  help  at  this  time,  for  we  have  an 
abundance  of  wheat.  I  strongly  believe  that  we  should  do  so.  Accordingly,  I 
urge  the  Congress  to  make  possible  the  shipment  to  Pakistan  of  up  to  1  million 
long  tons  of  United  States  wheat. 

The  specter  of  famine  confronts  the  people  of  Pakistan  at  a  crucial  time  in 
their  growth  as  a  young  free  nation.  Unchecked,  it  could  undermine  the  very 
democratic  principles  and  institutions  to  which  Pakistan  is  dedicated. 

The  crisis  is  largely  a  result  of  a  calamity  of  nature.  Pakistan  was  self-sufficient 
in  food  until  severe  drought,  in  2  successive  years,  struck  the  wheat-producing 
area  of  West  Pakistan. 

The  wheat  consumption  of  the  people  of  West  Pakistan  averages  less  than  12 
ounces  per  day  in  a  diet  consisting  very  largely  of  this  grain.  Today,  Govern¬ 
ment  wheat  reserves  have  fallen  to  the  vanishing  point. 

The  immediate  need  of  Pakistan  is  to  obtain  abroad  up  to  1.5  million  long  tons 
of  wheat  both  for  consumption  and  for  a  small  working  reserve  during  the  next 
11  months.  Of  this  total,  the  Government  of  Pakistan  expects  to  be  able  to 
obtain  about  400,000  tons  of  wheat  with  its  own  and  other  aid  resources.  Canada 
and  Australia  have  both  made  generous  grants  for  wheat  to  Pakistan.  There  is 
no  important  source  in  the  free  world  other  than  the  United  States  able  to  furnish 
additional  help. 

Pakistan  has,  therefore,  appealed  to  the  United  States  for  1  million  tons  of 
wheat.  Its  approach  has  been  one  of  dignity — as  one  sovereign  democracy  to 
another — stating  a  real  and  urgent  need.  Between  the  people  of  Pakistan  and 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  there  exists  a  strong  bond  of  friendship.  I  am 
sure  that  the  people  of  the  United  States  desire  their  Government  to  respond 
rapidly  and  effectively  to  Pakistan’s  request. 

Pakistan  has  endeavored  to  keep  its  request  for  United  States  aid  to  a  minimum. 
The  Secretary  of  State  and  the  Director  for  Mutual  Security  sent  a  special  mission, 
headed  by  Dr.  Harry  Reed,  dean  of  the  College  of  Agriculture  of  Purdue  Uni¬ 
versity,  to  study  at  first  hand  the  food  “ituation  in  Pakistan.  Mr.  Dulles  and 
Governor  Stassen  have  also  visited  Pakistan  within  the  last  2  weeks.  With  the 
help  of  their  observations,  careful  consideration  has  been  given  the  Reed  mission’s 
recommendations. 

One  critical  fact  is  that  the  Government  of  Pakistan  is  suffering  grave  financial 
difficulties.  It  has  already  taken  rigorous  steps  to  remedy  both  the  food  outlook 
and  its  general  economic  disabilities,  and  these  efforts  give  some  hope  for  future 
self-sufficiency.  But  Pakistan’s  gold  and  foreign-exchange  holdings  are  barely 
enough  to  meet  its  legal  requirements  for  currency  backing  and  essential  working 
capital.  Moreover,  Pakistan  has  little  prospect  of  an  exportable  wheat  surplus 
which  would  permit  repayment  of  a  loan  in  kind.  Its  export  earnings  and  all  its 
prospective  financial  resources  are  needed  to  meet  the  demand  of  economic  de¬ 
velopment  essential  to  prevent  future  food  and  financial  crises.  A  dollar  loan 
would  make  it  impossible  for  Pakistan  to  obtain  further  necessary  development 
loans  from  international  lending  institutions. 

These  considerations  make  certain  conclusions  evident.  Pakistan  needs  a 
grant  of  up  to  700,000  tons  of  United  States  wheat  for  relief  purposes  according  to 
the  best  available  estimates.  The  urgency  of  the  need  is  underscored  by  the 
Reed  mission’s  recommendation  for  delivery  of  100,000  tons  of  United  States  aid 
wheat  in  Karachi  by  August  15  of  this  year. 

This  grant  would  serve  a  double  purpose.  It  v  ould  meet  Pakistan’s  immediate 
and  pressing  need  for  food  and  at  the  same  time  provide  local  currency  for  eco¬ 
nomic  development  programs.  The  rupee  receipts  from  the  sale  of  wheat  would 
be  placed  in  a  counterpart  fund  under  joint  Pakistan-United  States  administra¬ 
tion.  This  fund  will  be  used  for  development  purposes  with  emphasis  placed  on 
increased  food  production  in  Pakistan  to  lessen  the  danger  of  future  shortages. 

In  addition  to  the  700,000  tons,  Pakistan  may  also  need  up  to  300,000  tons  as 
a  necessary  working  reserve  of  wheat.  The  exact  amount  needed  for  this  pur¬ 
pose  can  only  be  determined  later;  and  only  then  can  we  determine  whether  the 
remainder  of  our  aid  should  be  supplied  as  a  grant  or  a  loan. 

Fortunately,  we  do  have  the  capacity  to  help  at  the  present  time.  Our  large 
wheat  reserves  have  created  a  grave  storage  problem,  demanding  unusual  and 
sometimes  costly  storage  measures. 
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I  propose,  therefore,  that  the  Congress  authorize  rue  to  make  available  to 
Pakistan  up  to  1  million  tons  of  wheat  out  of  stocks  held  by  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation.  This  wheat  already  is  owned  by  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation,  having  been  obtained  under  the  price-support  program.  To  make 
it  available  to  Pakistan  will  create  no  additional  Government  expenditure  at 
this  time  other  than  the  cost  of  transportation.  In  order  that  the  operations 
of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  will  not  be  impaired,  I  am  recommending 
that  the  legislation  include  authority  for  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to 
recover  its  costs,  including  interest,  through  an  appropriation  when  the  costs  of 
the  program  have  been  ascertained. 

The  United  States  Government  proposes  to  designate,  with  the  concurrence 
of  the  Government  of  Pakistan,  a  group  to  observe  the  receipt  and  distribution 
of  wheat  in  Pakistan.  The  group’s  reports  will  be  available  to  the  Congress. 

To  provide  sufficient  United  States  aid  in  time,  it  is  imperative  that  the  grain 
begin  to  move  from  United  States  ports  by  the  end  of  this  month. 

I  strongly  urge  that  the  Congress  make  such  prompt  action  possible. 

Dwight  D.  Eisenhower. 
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IN  THE  HOUSE  OE  REPRESENTATIVES 

June  10, 1953 

Mr.  Hope  introduced  the  following  bill;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Agriculture 

June  16, 1953 

Reported  with  amendments,  committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union,  and  ordered  to  be  printed 

[Omit  the  part  struck  through  and  insert  the  part  printed  in  italic] 


A  BILL 

To  provide  for  the  transfer  of  price-support  wheat  to  Pakistan. 

1  Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 

2  tives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 

3  That,  notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  any  other  law,  the 

4  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  is  authorized  and  directed  to 

5  make  available  to  the  President  out  of  wheat  stocks  acquired 

6  through  price-support  operations  not  to  exceed  one  million 

7  long  tons  of  wheat,  during  the  period  ending  June  30,  1954, 

8  for  transfer  to  the  Government  of  Pakistan  upon  such  terms 

9  and  conditions  as  the  President  determines  appropriate,  of 

10  which  seven  hundred  thousand  tons  may  be  made  available 

11  in  order  to  alleviate  starvation  and  mass  suffering  threatened 
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by  famine  conditions  in  Pakistan  and  not  to  exceed  three 
hundred  thousand  tons  to  provide  such  reserve  supply  as  he 
may  determine  to  be  a  necessary  supplement  to  such  emer¬ 
gency  assistance.  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  shall  de¬ 
liver  the  wheat  on  board  vessels  in  United  States  ports  as 
directed  by  the  President. 

Sec.  2.  For  the  purpose  of  making  payment  to  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  for  commodities  disposed  of 
hereunder,  there  are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated, 
out  of  any  moneys  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appro¬ 
priated,  such  sums  as  are  equal  to  the  Corporation’s  invest¬ 
ment  in  such  commodities,  including  handling  costs,  plus 
the  costs  incurred  in  making  deliveries  hereunder.  Any 
funds  or  other  assets  available  to  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  may  be  used,  in  advance  of  such  appropriation 
or  payments,  for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this  Act. 

Sec.  3.  No  assistance  under  authority  of  this  Act  shall 
be  made  available  until  an  agreement  is  entered  into  between 
Pakistan  and  the  United  States  containing  the  following 
undertakings,  and  any  others  the  President  may  determine 
to  be  desirable  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  on  the 
part  of  Pakistan: 

(a)  To  distribute  the  supplies  made  available  under  this 
Actj-as  well  as  similar  supplies  obtained  locally  or  imported 
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from  outside  sources  by  lire  Government  of  Pakistan,  among 
the  people  of  Pakistan  without  discrimination,  discrimination; 
and  to  provide  such  supplies  free  of  cost  to  persons  who,  hy 
virtue  of  circumstances  beyond  their  control,  are  unable  to 
pay  for  them. 

(b)  To  give  full  and  continuous  publicity  in  Pakistan 
to  the  assistance  furnished  by  the  people  of  the  United  States. 

(c)  To  permit  persons  designated  by  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  to  observe  without  restriction  the  distribu¬ 
tion  in  Pakistan  of  supplies  made  available  under  authority 
of  this  Act. 

(d)  To  deposit  in  a  special  account  amounts  of  the  cur¬ 
rency  of  Pakistan  equivalent  to  the  amounts  of  such  cur¬ 
rency  accruing  to  the  Government  of  Pakistan  from  the  im¬ 
port  and  sale  of  commodities  furnished  as  a  grant  hereunder, 
this  account  to  be  utilized  as  may  he  agreed  upon  by  the 
United  States  and  the  Government  of  Pakistan  for  the  benefit 
of  the  people  of  Pakistan  in  programs  to  increase  food  pro¬ 
duction  and  in  other  projects  and  programs  in  the  mutual 
interest  of  the  United  States  and  Pakistan. 

(e)  To  allocate  to  the  use  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  5  per  centum  of  the  local  currency  account 
established  in  subsection  (d)  for  use,  in  accordance  with 
applicable  United  States  laws,  for  local  currency  require- 
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ments  of  the  United  States,  including  administrative  and 
operating  expenses  in  Pakistan  in  connection  with  assistance 
supplied  by  the  United  States. 

(f)  To  pursue  all  appropriate  measures  to  reduce  its 
relief  needs  and  to  increase  production  and  supply  and  im¬ 
prove  distribution  of  foodstuffs  within  Pakistan  so  as  to 
lessen  the  danger  of  similar  emergencies  in  the  future. 

Sec.  4.  All  or  any  part  of  the  assistance  provided  here¬ 
under  shall  be  terminated  by  the  President  whenever  he,  or 
Congress  by  concurrent  resolution,  determines  that  because 
of  changed  conditions  continuation  of  assistance  is  unneces¬ 
sary  or  undesirable.  Termination  of  assistance  to  Pakistan 
under  this  section  may  include  the  termination  of  deliveries 
of  all  supplies  scheduled  under  this  Act  and  not  yet  delivered. 

Sec.  5.  Nothing  contained  in  this  Act  shall  affect  the 
applicability  of  section  1415  of  the  Supplemental  Appro¬ 
priation  Act,  1953,  or  other  provisions  of  law  to  the  local 
currency  allocated  to  the  use  of  the  United  States  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  agreement  provided  for  in  section  3. 
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s  was  to  combat  the  Intellectual  stag¬ 
nation  'uf  the  Nazi  period  and  the  effect  of 
12  yearsxpf  isolation  and  one-sided  infor¬ 
mation.”  We  cannot  counteract  the  effects 
of  German  fibpk  burning  by  similar  tactics 
of  our  own. 

A  most  important  thing  for  Europeans  to 
remember  is  thatMhese  desecrations  have 
been  committed  by  terrorized  officials  in  the 
face  of  serious  objection  and  criticism  from 
many  Americans.  A  vast  plumber  of  persons 
here  are  appalled  by  whatNhas  taken  place. 
Our  European  friends  shoulctoiot  lose  sight 
of  the  fundamental  sanity  of  the  great  ma¬ 
jority  of  Americans  and  the  great  strength 
of  our  constitutional  safeguards.NBut  the 
President  chose  a  propitious  momenKto  re¬ 
assert  a  basic  American  conviction  ill  the 
spirit  of  fre'edom,  and  others  in  the  admin¬ 
istration  ought  to  take  the  cue.  \ 


TRANSFER  OF  PRICE-SUPPORT 
WHEAT  TO  PAKISTAN 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  (S.  2112)  to  provide  for  the 
transfer  of  price-support  wheat  to  Pakis¬ 
tan,  which  had  been  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry 
with  amendments. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  first 
amendment  of  the  committee  will  be 
stated. 

The  first  amendment  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  was,  on 
page  2,  in  line  6,  after  the  word  “Presi¬ 
dent”  to  insert  “At  least  50  per  centum 
of  the  gross  tonnage  of  wheat  made 
available  under  this  act  and  transported 
from  the  United  States  on  ocean  vessels 
shall  be  so  transported  on  United  States 
flag  vessels  to  the  extent  practicable  and 
to  the  extent  such  vessels  are  available 
at  market  rates  for  United  States  flag 
vessels.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was  on  page  3,  in 
line  4,  after  the  word  “Act”,  to  strike  out 
the  comma  and  “as  well  as  similar  sup¬ 
plies  obtained  locally  or  imported  from 
outside  sources  by  the  Government  of 
Pakistan.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  next  amendment  was  on  page  3,  in 
line  8,  after  the  word  “States”,  to  insert 
a  semicolon  and  “and  to  provide  such 
supplies  free  of  cost  to  persons  who,  by 
virtue  of  circumstances  beyond  their 
control  are  unable  to  pay  for  them.” 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  point  out  that,  by  mistake,  the 
amendment  was  printed  at  the  point  in¬ 
dicated  in  the  bill,  whereas  it  would  be 
more  appropriate  and  accurate  if  it  were 
inserted  after  the  word  “discrimina¬ 
tion”,  in  line  6,  at  the  end  of  paragraph 
(a).  The  amendment  will  mean  the 
same,  wherever  it  appears  in  the  bill. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
■  objection,  the  amendment  will  be  trans¬ 
posed  accordingly. 

Does  the  Senator  from  Vermont  believe 
it  is  necessary  that  a  comma  be  inserted 
after  the  word  “control”,  in  line  10? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  think  a  comma  should 
be  inserted  there. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  a  comma  will  be  inserted 
accordingly. 

Without  objection,  the  committee 
amendment,  as  amended,  is  agreed  to. 


The  bill  is  open  to  further  amendment. 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  let 
me  suggest  to  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Vermont  that  it  might  be  well  to 
have  the  committee  report,  which  is 
rather  short,  appear  in  the  Record  im¬ 
mediately  preceding  the  final  action  on 
the  bill,  so  that  the  legislative  back¬ 
ground  of  the  bill  will  be  available. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  committee 
report  be  printed  at  this  point  in  the 
Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  report 
(No.  404)  was  ordered  to  be  printed  in 
the  Record,  as  follows: 

The  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  For¬ 
estry,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  2112) 
-  to  provide  for  the  transfer  of  price-support 
wheat  to  Pakistan,  having  considered  the 
same,,  report  thereon  with  a  recommenda¬ 
tion  that  it  do  pass  with  amendments. 

S.  2112  would  carry  out  the  President’s 
recommendation  for  the  grant  of  wheat  to 
Pakistan  as  set  out  in  his  message  of  June  10 
(H.  Doc.  171,  83d  Cong.).  Pakistan  is  a 
new,  democratic  nation  that  is  friendly  to 
the  United  States.  It  has  suffered  severe 
drought  in  its  wheat-producing  area  for  2 
successive  years.  Despite  rigorous  steps  taken 
by  it  to  demedy  both  the  food  outlook  and 
its  general  economic  disabilities,  it  is  at 
present  facing  famine  conditions  and  suf¬ 
fering  grave  financial  difficulties.  Its  gold 
and  foreign-exchange  holdings  are  barely 
enough  to  meet  its  regular  requirements  for 
currency  backing  and  essential  working 
capital.  It  does  not  appear  likely  that  it 
would  be  able  to  repay  a  monetary  loan,  and 
such  a  loan  would  make  it  impossible  for 
Pakistan  to  obtain  further  necessary  devel¬ 
opment  loans  from  international  lending  in¬ 
stitutions.  A  loan  of  wheat  repayable  in 
kind  is  neither  feasible  nor  desirable  from 
the  viewpoint  of  either  country.  Pakistan’s 
export  earnings  and  all  of  its  prospective 
financial  resources  are  needed  to  meet  the 
demand  of  economic  development  essential 
to  prevent  future  food  and  financial  crises. 

Its  immediate  need  for  wheat  from  abroad 
is  1.5  million  long  tons  for  consumption  and 
for  a  small  working  reserve  during  the  next 
11  months.  It  expects  to  obtain  about  400,- 
000  tons  from  abroad  with  its  own  and  other 
aid  resources.  Canada  and  Australia  have 
both  made  generous  grants.  Under  S.  2112 
the  President  could  grant  Pakistan  up  to 
1  million  long  tons  of  wheat,  of  which  700,000 
tons  would  be  available  to  alleviate  starva¬ 
tion  and  suffering,  and  up  to  300,000  tons 
would  be  available  to  provide  a  working  re¬ 
serve.  One  hundred  thousand  tons  is  needed 
in  Karachi  by  August  15,  and  immediate  ac¬ 
tion  on  the  bill  might  tend  to  have  the  fur¬ 
ther  beneficial  effect  of  freeing  for  distribu¬ 
tion  the  little  wheat  now  held  in  private 
hands  in  Pakistan. 

As  amended  by  your  committee,  the  bill 
provides  for  sale  of  the  wheat  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Pakistan  for  rupees  to  those  of  its 
people  who  can  afford  to  pay,  and  distribu¬ 
tion  free  of  cost  to  those  who  cannot.  It  is 
also  expected  that  proper  precautions  will 
be  taken  by  the  President  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Pakistan  to  assure  that  none  of  the 
wheat  will  be  sold  at  an  excessive  price.  Ru¬ 
pees  received  from  the  sale  of  the  wheat 
would  be  utilized  as  agreed  upon  by  the 
United  States  and  the  Government  of  Pakis¬ 
tan  for  the  further  benefit  of  the  people  of 
Pakistan  through  programs  to  Increase  food 
production  and  in  other  programs  in  the 
mutual  Interest  of  the  United  States  and 
Pakistan.  Five  percent  of  the  rupees  so 
received  would  be  available  for  local  cur¬ 
rency  requirements  of  the  United  States,  in¬ 
cluding  administrative  and  operating  ex¬ 


penses  in  Pakistan  in  connection  with  as¬ 
sistance  supplied  by  the  United  States. 

Commodity  Credit  Corporation  stocks  of 
wheat  early  this  month  totaled  about  310 
million  bushels.  The  quantity  yet  to  be  ac¬ 
quired  under  the  1952  program  may  be  in 
excess  of  another  100  million  bushels.  The 
1953  crop  is  expected  to  total  over  1,100  mil¬ 
lion  bushels,  and  supply  and  demand  con¬ 
ditions  in  exporting  and  importing  coun¬ 
tries  appear  to  be  such  as  to  result  in  de¬ 
creased  demand  for  dollar  wheat.  The  United 
States  is  therefore  well  able  to  furnish  the 
1  million  long  tons  (about  37  million 
bushels)  provided  by  the  bill. 

ANALYSIS  OF  THE  BILL 

Section  1  would  authorize  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  to  make  up  to  1  million 
long  tons  of  wheat  acquired  through  price- 
support  operations  available  to  the  President 
for  transfer  to  the  Government  of  Pakistan 
upon  such  terms  as  he  sees  fit. 

Section  2  would  authorize  appropriations 
to  reimburse  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion. 

Section  3  would  require  the  terms  of  the 
transfer  to  Pakistan  to  provide  for — 

(a)  distribution  of  the  wheat  without  dis¬ 
crimination; 

(b)  full  publicity  for  United  States  as¬ 
sistance; 

(c)  United  States  observers; 

(d)  utilization  of  local  currency  received 
for  the  wheat  as  agreed  upon  by  the  United 
States  and  Pakistan  to  increase  food  produc¬ 
tion  in  Pakistan  and  other  projects  in  the 
mutual  interest  of  the  two  countries; 

(e)  allocation  of  5  percent  of  the  local 
currency  receipts  to  the  United  States  for  its 
local  currency  requirements;  and 

(f)  appropriate  measures  to  reduce  and 
forestall  further  relief  needs. 

Section  4  would  permit  termination  of  as¬ 
sistance  by  the  President  or  Congress. 

Section  5  makes  it  clear  that  the  local  cur¬ 
rency  allocated  to  the  United  States  by  the 
bill  would  be  subject  to  section  1415  of  the 
Supplemental  Appropriations  Act,  1953,  or 
any  other  applicable  provision  of  law.  Sec¬ 
tion  1415  prohibits  the  expenditure  of  for¬ 
eign  credits  owed  to  or  owned  by  the  United 
States  Treasury  except  as  provided  annually 
in  appropriation  acts. 

AMENDMENTS 

Your  committee  has  recommended  three 
amendments  to  the  bill  as  introduced.  These 
amendments  would  (1)  provide  for  trans¬ 
portation  of  at  least  50  percent  of  the  wheat 
in  American  ships,  (2)  remove  the  require¬ 
ment  of  the  bill  that  the  antidiscrimination 
provision  of  the  proposed  agreement  with 
Pakistan  cover  wheat  from  other  sources, 
and  (3)  provide  specifically  for  free  distribu¬ 
tion  to  needy  persons. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  had 
a  brief  speech  prepared  in  connection 
with  the  bill.  However,  if  there  is  no 
objection  at  all  to  the  bill,  I  much  prefer 
not  to  give  the  speech. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CARLSON.  I  certainly  do  not 
wish  to  delay  action  on  the  bill.  Let  me 
say  that  I  wrote  to  Harold  Stassen,  Di¬ 
rector  of  Mutual  Security,  about  3 
weeks  ago,  regarding  the  use  of  some  of 
the  price -support,  surplus  wheat  in  the 
form  of  flour  for  food.  Inasmuch  as 
I  have  received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Stassen, 
I  now  ask  unanimous  consent  that  it  be 
printed  at  this  point  in  the  Record. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 
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Executive  Office  of  the  President, 

Office  of  the  Director  for 
Mutual  Security, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  June  12,  1953. 
The  Honorable  Frank  Carlson, 

United  States  Senate. 

Dear  Senator  Carlson:  Thank  you  very 
much  for  your  letter  of  June  1. 

I  am  very  gratified  to  hear  that  you  are 
prepared  to  give  affirmative  support  to  the 
President’s  request  for  wheat  to  meet  the 
emergency  situation  in  Pakistan.  Any  as- 
istance  you  can  give  us  in  expediting  the 
passage  of  the  necessary  legislation  for  this 
program  will  be  deeply  appreciated. 

We  have  carefully  considered  your  pro¬ 
posal  that  a  portion  of  the  shipments  to 
Pakistan  be  in  the  form  of  flour,  in  order 
that  it  may  be  ready  for  immediate  use  on 
arrival.  I  am  informed,  however,  that  in 
this  particular  country,  the  furnishing  of 
flour  might  complicate,  rather  than  expedite 
the  process  of  getting  the  food  into  the 
places  where  it  is  most  needed.  The  whole 
ration  and  distribution  system  of  Pakistan 
is  based  on  grain,  and  past  experience  has 
indicated  that  considerable  administrative 
difficulties  would  be  involved  if  flour  were 
introduced  directly  into  the  system.  A 
major  element  in  the  situation  is  the  fact 
that  the  Pakistani  traditionally  mill  and 
cook  grain  in  their  homes.  The  result  of 
this  process  is  a  95 -percent  extraction  rate, 
and  naturally  a  very  coarse  flour.  We  are 
continuing  our  study  of  the  possibility  of 
using  flour  in  this  type  of  situation,  but  I 
don’t  believe  that  in  the  present  case  of 
Pakistan,  we  would  be  gaining  any  time  or 
advantage  through  a  substitution  of  it  for 
the  wheat  itself. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Harold  E.  Stassen, 
Director  for  Mutual  Security. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  be¬ 
lieve  the  Senator  from  Vermont  should 
give  the  speech  he  has  prepared,  for  the 
benefit  of  the  people  of  the  country. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
say  that  this  bill  is  the  result  of  Presi¬ 
dent  Eisenhower’s  request  to  Congress 
of  last  Wednesday  that  1  million  tons 
of  wheat  be  made  available  to  Pakistan. 

Pakistan  has  had  2  years  of  drought, 
and  is  very  short  of  wheat.  Thus  we 
have  an  opportunity  to  have  our  own 
country,  which  has  a  very  large  surplus 
of  wheat,  make  a  friendly  gesture  toward 
one  of  the  countries  of  the  world  which 
is  in  need  and  which  is  also  friendly  to 
us. 

The  wheat  which  it  is  proposed  to  send 
to  Pakistan  will  be  sold  at  a  fixed  price 
by  the  Government  of  Pakistan,  except 
that  which  is  used  to  help  the  people 
who  have  no  rupees  to  pay  for  it.  The 
money  received  for  the  wheat  will  be 
spent  by  the  Mutual  Security  Adminis¬ 
tration  in  helping  to  build  and  repair 
irrigation  works  in  Pakistan,  in  the  hope 
that  it  will  prevent  the  recurrence  of 
near-famine  conditions.  I  do  not  know 
that  there  is  anything  more  to  be  said, 
unless  there  are  questions. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  The  bill  provides  for  the 
establishment  of  a  special  fund  in  which 
the  Government  of  Pakistan  will  deposit 
in  the  form  of  its  own  local  currency  the 
money  received  in  the  disposition  of  the 
wheat.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  That  is  entirely  correct. 
The  people  of  Pakistan  are  not  out  of 
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funds,  but  they  are  out  of  dollars.  They 
have  rupees,  but  unfortunately  the 
rupees  will  not  buy  United  States  and 
Canadian  wheat. 

Mr.  CASE.  Ninety-five  percent  of 
those  funds  will  be  available  for  expen¬ 
diture  within  Pakistan,  for  the  improve¬ 
ment  of  the  food-producing  ability  of 
the  country.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CASE.  My  reason  for  bringing  out 
that  point  is  that  for  some  time  there 
has  been  pending  before  the  Committee 
on  Agriculture  and  Forestry,  of  which 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  is  chairman, 
a  bill  which  I  introduced  many  weeks 
ago,  proposing  a  program  somewhat 
similar  to  this,  but  for  the  benefit  of  the 
people  and  the  armed  forces  of  the  Re¬ 
public  of  South  Korea.  The  principle 
underlying  the  pending  proposal  seems 
to  me  to  be  worthy  of  application  to 
other  situations,  not  only  from  the  hu¬ 
manitarian  standpoint,  but  also  that  the 
interests  of  the  United  States  itself  may 
be  served. 

When  General  Van  Fleet  appeared  be¬ 
fore  the  Committee  on  Armed  Services, 
he  spoke  at  some  length  of  the  relative 
ration  of  food  given  to  the  South  Koreans 
who  were  in  their  armed  forces,  and  the 
ration  which  was  provided  for  the  pris¬ 
oners  of  war.  He  stated  repeatedly  that 
the  South  Korean  soldiers  who  were 
guarding  the  prisoners  of  war  were  re¬ 
ceiving  much  less  in  the  way  of  food 
rations  than  were  those  they  guarded, 
the  Red  soldiers,  who  were  being  fed  by 
us  under  the  terms  of  the  Geneva  Con¬ 
vention. 

It  seemed  to  me,  therefore,  that  we 
could  appropriately  make  available  to 
the  Republic  of  South  Korea  foodstuffs 
and  fiber,  to  be  paid  for  in  their  own 
currency.  They,  too,  are  out  of  dollars. 
We  could  thereby  strengthen  the  ability 
of  the  South  Korean  soldier  to  stand  in 
the  line  and  to  resist  aggression.  We 
also  could  make  the  dollars  do  double 
duty  by  making  the  Korean  currency 
thus  paid  available  for  the  rehabilitation 
of  Korea. 

Everyone  knows  that  we  simply  can¬ 
not  walk  away  from  Korea,  after  it  has 
been  devastated  by  armed  conflict,  and 
their  public  buildings,  hospitals,  and 
schools  have  been  destroyed.  Sooner  or 
later  we  shall  have  to  provide  some  funds 
for  the  purpose  of  rehabilitating  Korea. 
We  cannot  do  less  for  an  ally,  Korea, 
than  we  have  done  for  such  former  enemy 
countries  as  Japan  and  Germany.  If  at 
the  same  time  we  use  funds  for  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  grains,  meat,  and  fiber  products 
to  be  made  available  to  the  South  Ko¬ 
reans,  we  receive  in  return  therefor  the 
local  currency  and  set  it  aside  for  the 
rehabilitation  of  Korea,  we  will  get  dou¬ 
ble  duty  from  the  dollars. 

I  take  this  occasion  to  point  that  out, 
because  what  we  are  doing  for  Pakistan 
is  something  we  ought  also  to  do,  it  seems 
to  me,  for  the  Republic  of  South  Korea. 
It  would  strengthen  the  ability  of  the 
South  Koreans  to  maintain  their  posi¬ 
tion,  and  it  would  assist  in  the  discharge 
of  the  obligation  to  rehabilitate  the 
country,  an  obligation  which  we  will  rec¬ 
ognize  when  the  truce  is  signed.  I  should 
like  to  urge  upon  the  distinguished  chair¬ 


man  of  the  Senate  Committee  on  Agri¬ 
culture  and  Forestry  the  importance  of 
early  action  on  that  subject. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  Senator  from  South 
Dakota  has  aptly  pointed  out  one  way 
by  which  American  food  surpluses 
could  be  used  in  the  promotion  of  good 
will  and  better  economic  conditions 
throughout  the  world.  There  are  sev¬ 
eral  bills  pending  which  have  that  gen¬ 
eral  objective  in  view.  However,  it  is 
my  understanding  that  the  White  House 
expects  to  send  to  the  Congress  very 
soon,  possibly  this  week,  a  proposal  to 
authorize  the  President  to  use  some  of 
our  surplus  commodities  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  promoting  international  good 
will  and  preventing  distress  in  friendly 
nations,  and  at  the  same  time  to  author¬ 
ize  the  disposal  of  some  of  our  very 
large  surpluses  of  certain  commodities 
within  the  United  States.  I  think  it 
likely  that  the  bill  will  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  for  con¬ 
sideration.  I  have  not  seen  it,  but  I  as¬ 
sure  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota 
that,  so  far  as  it  is  possible  for  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Vermont  to  cooperate  to  that 
end,  an  end  which  he  has  very  fittingly 
pointed  out  at  this  time,  he  will  do  so. 
But  I  do  not  feel  like  stepping  in  ahead 
of  the  President’s  own  proposal,  when 
that  proposal  is  expected  to  reach  Con¬ 
gress  soon,  possibly  within  the  next  day 
or  two. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield  further? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  I  may  state  that  follow¬ 
ing  the  Van  Fleet  hearings  and  my  in¬ 
troduction  of  the  bill  to  which  I  have  re¬ 
ferred,  I  discussed  the  Korean  situation 
with  the  Ambassador  from  the  Republic 
of  Korea  at  considerable  length.  The 
information  was  so  important  that  I 
asked  him  to  put  in  writing,  in  the  form 
of  a  letter  addressed  to  me,  a  summary 
of  the  statements  he  had  made  in  our 
visit.  It  should  be  of  interest  to  all 
Senators.  I  ask  permission  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  to  have  that  letter  printed  in  the 
Record  at  this  point  in  my  remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  letter 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Korean  Embassy, 
Washington,  D.  C.,  March  25,  1953. 
The  Honorable  Senator  Francis  Case, 

Senate  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Senator  Case  :  It  was  a  great  pleasure 
for  Mr.  Han,  our  counsellor,  and  me  to  meet 
you  and  your  assistant  this  morning,  and  I 
want  to  thank  you  for  taking  time  out  to 
talk  with  us. 

Again  I  wish  to  repeat  what  I  have  written 
to  you  and  what  I  have  told  you — namely, 
that  I  am  very  grateful  to  you  for  having 
given  serious  thought  to  the  whole  problem 
of  relieving  our  very  grave  economic  needs 
in  Korea. 

In  compliance  with  your  request,  I  wish 
to  state  the  following: 

As  you  well  know,  this  horrible  war  has 
been  going  on  for  the  last  3  years  in  Korea, 
and  more  than  1,000  villages  have  either 
been  destroyed  or  seriously  crippled.  More 
than  50  cities  and  towns  have  met  the  same 
fate  during  the  course  of  the  fighting  in 
Korea.  Ten  million  of  our  people  have  been 
made  homeless,  and  there  are  more  than 
100,000  innocent  children  who  have  become 
orphans.  Bombing  from  the  south,  bomb- 
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ing  from  the  north,  bombing  from  the  east, 
and  bombing  from  above  cause  a  great  deal 
of  destruction  in  Korea,  and  this  explains 
why  most  of  our  agricultural  production  has 
been  seriously  disrupted.  Furthermore, 
there  are  virtually  no  facilities  for  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  consumer  goods. 

I  am  sure  that  you  can  understand  very 
readily  why  we  need  help.  We  have  to  feed 
these  homeless  people,  we  have  to  clothe 
them,  and  particularly  the  unfortunate  or¬ 
phans  must  be  fed  and  clothed  also. 

Naturally,  the  food  problem  is  one  of  the 
most  acute  difficulties  our  people  face.  We 
have  to  supply  our  population  and  particu¬ 
larly  our  armed  forces,  and,  despite  the  fact 
that  many  well-meaning  non-Korean  organ¬ 
izations  have  been  assisting  us,  the  problem 
still  remains  serious.  That  is  why  whatever 
you  can  do  in  this  respect  would  be  a  tre¬ 
mendous  contribution  to  the  betterment  of 
the  general  well-being  of  our  people.  Grains 
such  as  barley,  wheat,  rice,  corn,  soya  beans, 
and  even  flour  would  be  most  welcome  to  us. 
Any  poultry  products  as  well  as  other  meats 
would  be  an  invaluable  addition  to  the  task 
of  meeting  the  shortage  of  food  in  Korea. 
However,  dairy  produce  such  as  cheese,  but-, 
ter,  and  liquid  milk  would  not  be  suitable, 
because  the  Korean  dietary  habits  have  not 
as  yet  been  developed  to  include  a  taste  for 
these  items.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is  my 
firm  belief  that  powdered  milk  would  be  very 
useful,  particularly  for  the  children  in  Korea. 

Any  assistance  that  can  be  given  to  relieve 
the  suffering  of  our  people,  particularly  with 
regard  to  the  need  for  food  and  clothing 
materials  such  as  woolen  and  cotton  goods, 
would  mean  a  tremendous  uplift  in  the 
morale  of  my  countrymen. 

I  am  sure  that  you  will  agree  with  me 
that,  if  the  families  and  dependents  of  our 
soldiers  in  Korea  as  well  as  the  police,  who 
also  have  shared  the  burden  of  fighting  in 
Korea,  are  given  a  more  ample  supply  of 
food  and  clothing,  the  morale  of  our  fight¬ 
ing  soldiers  and  police  would  be  greatly 
strengthened.  Such  help  would  make  a  di¬ 
rect  contribution  to  the  even  more  essential 
military  operations  in  Korea. 

As  I  told  you  this  morning,  due  to  the 
poor  living  conditions,  because  of  the  war, 
30  percent  of  our  people  are  tuberculosis 
cases.  If  something  is  not  done  to  alleviate 
this  situation,  it  may  mean  national  suicide. 

You  may  remember  my  comment  on  the 
farm  animals.  The  losses  in  virtually  all 
forms  of  livestock  have  been  very  heavy, 
and  there  has  been  a  very  sharp  decline  in 
the  number  of  draft  animals  for  tilling  the 
soil.  I  am  sure  that  in  ameliorating  this 
condition  it  would  mean  an  increase  of  agri¬ 
cultural  produce  in  Korea. 

I  also  called  to  your  attention  our  need 
for  ships.  Early  in  1952  a  bill  was  introduced 
by  Senator  Warren  Magntjson  to  authorize 
the  transfer  of  50,000  tons  of  ships  to  be  used 
by  Korea.  This  was  passed  in  the  Senate, 
but  to  our  great  regret,  the  bill  failed  to 
get  recommendation  in  the  House. 

In  the  last  few  years,  kindhearted  Ameri¬ 
can  people,  through  their  churches,  other 
organizations,  and,  in  many  cases,  individu¬ 
als,  have  collected  large  quantities  of  relief 
goods  for  our  refugees  in  Korea.  May  I  call 
to  your  attention  that  many  times  in  the 
past  these  goods  have  failed  to  reach  Korea 
because  of  the  lack  of  transportation. 

If  we  had,  for  example,  10  Liberty-type 
ships,  there  could  be  a  continuous  flow  of 
transportation  not  only  for  our  relief  goods 
but  also  for  grains  that  have  been  pur¬ 
chased  now  in  the  process  of  being  sent  to 
Korea.  It  would  mean  further  that  these 
ships  could  go  to  Korean  ports  directly  in¬ 
stead  of  stopping  first  in  Japan.  This  would 
eliminate  piling  up  of  goods  due  to  lack  of 
shipping  space.  Our  Government,  despite 
its  very  difficult  financial  situation,  has  been 
using  its  meager  dollar  funds  for  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  grain  in  this  country  and  elsewhere 


as  well  as  for  the  transportation  of  these 
grains  at  a  cost  of  up  to  $13  per  ton.  If 
we  had  these  ships,  the  cost  for  transpor¬ 
tation  could  be  greatly  reduced,  and,  nat¬ 
urally,  this  reduction  would  help  us  im¬ 
mensely.  Ten  of  these  ships  could  trans¬ 
port  40,000  to  50,000  tons  of  cargo  per  month. 

The  above  is  about  the  gist  of  our  con¬ 
versation  this  morning,  and  if  there  is  Any¬ 
thing  I  can  do,  please  do  not  hesitate  to 
call  on  me. 

Very  sincerely  yours. 

You  Chan  Yang, 
Korean  Ambassador. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  yield? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Arkansas,  for  a  question. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  have  several 
questions  I  desire  to  ask. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  yield  to  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  for  a  series  of 
questions? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  may  say  to  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  that  I 
have  had  no  opportunity  to  study  the 
pending  proposal.  I  have  been  fully 
occupied  with  appropriation  bills.  How¬ 
ever,  from  a  hurried  glance  at  the  bill, 
there  are  some  questions  I  should  like 
to  ask. 

Do  I  correctly  understand  that  the 
wheat  in  question  is  to  be  made,  avail¬ 
able  to  the  Government  of  Pakistan,  to 
in  turn  be  sold  to  the  people  of  Pakistan? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  Government  of 
Pakistan  will  sell  the  wheat  to  those  who* 
have  money  with  which  to  pay  for  it, 
and  will  sell  it  at  a  fixed  price.  One  of 
the  amendments  which  the  committee 
proposed,  and  which  has  been  approved 
by  the  Senate,  provides  that  wheat  shall 
be  furnished,  also,  to  those  who  cannot 
afford  to  pay  for  it. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Is  it  correct  to  say 
that  we  are  actually  making  a  gift  of  the 
wheat  to  the  Pakistan  Government,  it¬ 
self? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  In  the  final  analysis, 
yes;  although  the  Government  of  Paki¬ 
stan  will  sell  the  wheat  and  put  the 
money  in  a  special  fund.  The  money 
will  then  be  expended  for  the  improve¬ 
ment  of  irrigation  work  in  Pakistan,  in 
the  hope  that  future  crop  failures  may 
be  prevented. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Is  it  not  true  that 
all  the  wheat  is  to  be  given  by  our  Gov¬ 
ernment  for  the  benefit  of  Pakistan?  So 
far  as  we  are  concerned,  we  are  to  re¬ 
ceive  no  payment  in  money  or  in  other 
material  values  in  return  for  the  aid  and 
assistance  we  are  giving.  Is  not  that 
correct? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  We  are,  however, 
trying  to  make  certain  that  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Pakistan  will  so  administer  the 
gift  as  not  to  discriminate  against  those 
who  are  suffering  from  hunger,  as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  their  inability  to  produce  or  to 
purchase  food;  and  we  will  require  the 
Government  of  Pakistan  to  make  dis¬ 
tribution  to  all  who  are  in  need,  charging 
only  those  who  are  able  to  pay.  Is  that 
correct? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  That  is  the  purpose. 
That  is  why  we  adopted  the  amendment, 


“and  to  provide  such  supplies  free  of  cost 
to  persons  who,  by  virtue  of  circum¬ 
stances  beyond  their  control,  are  unable 
to  pay  for  them.”  I  understand,  how¬ 
ever,  that  most  of  the  Pakistanians  are 
able  to  pay,  but  they  are  able  to  pay  only 
in  rupees.  Nevertheless,  there  are  in 
Pakistan,  as  there  are  in  this  country, 
those  who  are  unable  to  pay. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Payment,  of  course, 
would  be  made  in  the  currency  of 
Pakistan. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  That  currency 
would  then  be  used  for  the  purpose  of 
making  internal  improvements,  so  as 
to  provide  greater  production  capacity 
for  the  future.  Is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  That  is  correct.  I  may 
say  also  that  the  money  received  from 
the  sale  of  the  wheat  might  save  the 
United  States  some  expense  to  which  it 
would  otherwise  be  put,  through  the 
mutual  security  program. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  Is  it  correct  that 
the  wheat  which  we  propose  to  give  to 
Pakistan  amounts  to  about  37  million 
bushels? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  As  of  today,  what 
is  the  money  value  of  the  wheat? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  do  not  know  the  exact 
cost  to  the  Comomdity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion.  „ 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  What  would  it 
amount  to,  approximately,  in  millions  of 
dollars? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  It  would  be  about  $80 
million  or  $85  million. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  In  other  words,  we 
are  making  a  gift  of  from  $80  million  to 
$85  million.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Yes.  I  suppose  that  is 
not  the  world-market  price,  but  that  is 
what  it  would  cost  us. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  In  other  words, 
that  is  what  it  will  cost  the  taxpayers 
of  this  country, 

Mr.  AIKEN.  That  is  correct;  that  is 
what  it  would  cost  for  the  wheat. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  In  other  words,  the 
wheat  we  are  giving  to  Pakistan  will 
cost  or  has  cost  the  taxpayers  of  the 
United  States  approximately  $80  mil¬ 
lion  or  $85  million.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Yes.  Let  me  say  to 
the  Senator  that  when  transportation 
charges  are  added  the  amount  will  prob¬ 
ably  be  nearer  $100  million. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  That  we  are  grant¬ 
ing  to  the  Government  of  Pakistan? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  All  we  hope  to  gain 
from  this  action,  as  I  see  it,  will  be  two 
things:  We  benefit  in  that  we  are  serv¬ 
ing  humanity;  we  are  doing  something 
for  the  relief  of  human  suffering  in  an¬ 
other  area  of  the  world.  The  second 
benefit  is,  though  it  is  not  insured,  that 
we  will  gain  the  good  will  and  friendship 
of  the  people  of  Pakistan. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Yes.  And  there  is  still 
a  third  benefit.  We  have  nearly  600 
million  bushels  of  wheat  carryover,  with 
a  prospect  of  800  million  bushels  of  car¬ 
ryover  a  year  from  now.  The  Govern¬ 
ment  already  owns  310  million  bushels  of 
wheat  acquired  under  the  price-support 
program,  and  it  is  very  likely  that  it 
will  lose  a  good  deal  on  the  wheat. 
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Ml*.  MCCLELLAN.  Whatever  the 
value  may  be,  the  taxpayers  have  already 
paid  for  it'or  will  pay  for  it.  It  means 
approximately  $100  million  to  them,  any¬ 
way,  whatever  we  do  with  the  wheat. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  The  point  I  am 
making,  Mr.  President,  is  that  the  only 
benefit  we  derive  from  the  transaction  is 
the  self-satisfaction  of  knowing  that  we 
are  trying  to  do  a  humanitarian  service 
for  people  who  are  in  distress  and  are 
suffering,  while  at  the  same  time  we 
hope,  at  least,  that  we  shall  receive  their 
friendship  and  good  will. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  McCLELLAN.  I  notice  in  the  re¬ 
port  the  following  statement,  about 
which  I  should  like  to  have  the  Senate 
think  for  a  moment: 

The  United  States  is  therefore  well  able 
to  furnish  the  1  million  long  tons  (about  37 
million  bushels)  provided  by  the  bill. 

Mr.  President,  we  assert  that  we  are 
well  able  and  can  well  afford  to  do  this 
for  peoples  elsewhere  in  the  world.  I  am 
going  along  with  the  proposal  to  make 
this  gift,  butl  desire  now  to  remind  the 
Senate  that  at  the  same  time  we  are  de¬ 
priving  our  own  people  of  many  protec¬ 
tions  from  disaster  and  suffering  by 
cutting  to  the  bone,  below  the  realities  of 
necessity,  and  despite  the  demand  and 
the  urgency,  appropriations  for  flood 
control,  for  soil  conservation,  and  for-  , 
other  benefits  we  should  be  providing 
here  at  home. 

I  have  just  come  from  the  Civil  Func¬ 
tions  Subcommittee  of  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee.  The  subcommittee  is  j 
marking  up  the  Civil  Functions  bill  to 
provide  for  flood  control  and  improve¬ 
ments  to  rivers  and  harbors.  We  are 
trying  to  cut  the  appropriation  even  be¬ 
low  the  revised  budget  in  order  to  bring 
about  a  nearer  balance  of  the  national 
budget.  We  make  the  assertion  here  in 
this  report  that  we  are  well  able  to 


furnish  this  wheat  to  Pakistan,  but,  on 


the  other  hand,  they  should  know  that4 
we  are  able  to  do  it  only  while  we  are; 
denying  our  own  people  much  protection 
in  the  nature  of  flood  control  and  related 
improvements  for  which  there  is  a  criti 
cal  demand  and  an  urgent  necessity. 

I  hope  the  beneficiaries  of  this  gift  will 
not  take  for  granted  the  implication  of 
the  statement  in  the  committee’s  report 
that  we  are  simply  over-flowing  with 
goods  and  wealth  and  that  we  can  dis-j 
burse  it  wherever  we  want  to  without 
some  sacrifice  being  made  by  our  people 
here  at  home.  Too  often  the  erroneous' 
impression  has  gone  to  foreign  countries 
that  America  is  rich  and  she  can  afford 
it.  Thank  God,  maybe  we  can  afford  it, 
but  I  think  it  is  well  to  let  other  peoples 
of  the  world  know  that  when  we  do 
these  things  we  are  sacrificing  and  deny¬ 
ing  ourselves  some  things  we  urgently 
need  here  at  home.  As  the  distinguished 
Presiding  Officer  who  is  in  the  chair  at 
the  moment  is  well  aware,  and  as  other 
Senators  know,  we  are  making  a  sacrifice. 

Disaster  from  floods  could  be  pre¬ 
vented,  Mr.  President,  if  we  should  take 
this  $100  million  and  devote  it  to  flood 
control  and  conservation  measures  for 
which  there  is  an  urgent  need  in  many 
of  the  valleys  of  our  own  Nation.  I  do 


not  want  the  unqualified  impression  to 
go  forth  that  we  are  well  able  to  give  this 
wheat  and  that  it  means  no  sacrifice  on 
the  part  of  the  American  people  to  do  so. 
It  does  mean  a  sacrifice.  We  are  sacri¬ 
ficing  in  order  to  do  it,  and  the  Record 
should  show  that  fact.  When  we  give 
assistance  of  this  nature-to  other  govern¬ 
ments,  we  should  let  them  know  it  is 
costing  us  something  to  do  it;  that  we 
too  have  burdens  to  carry,  nd  we  hope 
they  will  realize  and  appreciate  the  more 
our  willingness  to  sacrifice  in  order  to 
help  them  and  bring  relief  to  their 
suffering  people. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  thank 
the  Senator  from  Arkansas  for  his  re¬ 
marks,  but  I  want  to  point  out  that  the 
United  States  is  well  able  to  furnish  the 
1  million  long  tons,  approximately  37 
million  bushels,  of  wheat  provided  by  the 
bill.  That  is  not  to  be  interpreted  as 
meaning  that  the  United  States  has  a 
surplus  of  money.  It  means  that  we 
have  a  large  surplus  of  wheat  for  which 
the  farmers  have  been  paid  under  our 
price-support  program.  I  am  glad  the 
point  has  been  raised,  because  I  want  to 
make  it  clear  that  the  committee  state¬ 
ment  to  which  the  Senator  from  Arkan¬ 
sas  referred  does  not  relate  to  a  surplus 
of  money. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  yield? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  LANGER.  Mr.  President,  I  desire 
to  commend  the  Senator  from  Vermont 
[Mr.  Aiken]  .  The  distinguished  Senator 
from  Arkansas  [Mr.  McClellan]  had 
much  to  say  about  the  giveaway  program. 
Everyone  is  familiar  with  the  fact  that 
with  the  exception  of  UNRRA  I  have  al¬ 
ways  voted  against  giveaway  programs. 
But  it  has  been  traditional  with  the 
people  of  the  United  States  that  wher¬ 
ever  they  see  hunger,  want,  or  starvation 
they  want  to  help,  and  for  example,  most 
of  you  will  remember  the  aid  we  gave 
Japan  at  the  time  of  the  earthquake. 

With  reference  to  Pakistan,  upon  the 
return  of  our  distinguished  Secretary  of 
State,  John  Foster  Dulles,  from  his  trip 
abroad  3  weeks  ago,  he  said  that  nowhere 
in  the  East  do  we  have  better  friends  than 
in  Pakistan,  and  that  their  splendid  mili¬ 
tary  forces  are  set  to  help  this  country 
at  any  time  we  need  them.  Pakistan  has 
a  distinguished  Ambassador  who  has 
taken  a  very  active  part  in  promoting 
friendship  between  the  people  of  the 
United  States  and  the  people  of  Pakistan. 
He  has  rendered  distinguished  and  out¬ 
standing  service  in  the  cause  of  human¬ 
ity. 

Mr.  President,  there  are  in  the  State 
of  Texas  approximately  25  Pakistan 
families.  Near  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  there 
are  250  Pakistan  families.  In  the  home 
State  of  the  distinguished  majority 
leader  [Mr.  Knowland],  near  Sacramen¬ 
to,  and  in  other  places  in  California, 
there  are  1,250  Pakistanians,  hundreds 
more  who  have  made  an  outstanding 
record. 

They  came  to  this  country  in  about 
1908  and  1909.  When  they  went  to  the 
Imperial  Valley  that  valley  was  waste 
country.  In  that  valley  and  in  other 
places  in  California  where  there  was  al¬ 
kali  swampland  they  planted  rice. 
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When  they  planted  it  they  knew  they 
would  not  get  any  crop  the  first  year. 
They  knew  they  had  to  inoculate  the 
soil.  The  next  year  they  got  a  small 
crop.  They  continued  their  develop¬ 
ment  work  in  California  until  the  land 
became  worth  several  hundred  dollars 
an  acre.  Then  out  of  a  clear  sky,  Mr. 
President,  came  a  suit  claiming  that 
these  people  from  Pakistan  were  neither 
Negroes  nor  Caucasians,  and  therefore 
could  not  become  citizens  of  our  coun¬ 
try.  The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  in  1924  or  thereabouts,  with  Mr. 
Justice  Sutherland  writing  the  opinion, 
held  that  they  could  not  own  any  land 
in  the  five  States  which  had  passed  laws 
against  such  ownership.  Nor  as  aliens 
could  they  even  get  driver’s  licenses  for 
their  trucks  or  cars. 

I  made  a  thorough  investigation  of  the 
matter.  I  visited  Gov.  Earl  Warren,  of 
California.  Mr.  Warren  wrote  a  beau¬ 
tiful  letter  to  Dr.  Mubarek  Ali  Khan, 
head  of  the  India  Welfare  League  of 
America,  and  said  that  the  Pakistanis 
were  some  of  the  very  finest  people  who 
had  ever  come  to  the  State  of  California, 
and  that  they  practically  held  the  record 
for  having  committed  fewer  law  viola¬ 
tions  than  any  other  people. 

I  contacted  the  Governor  of  Arizona, 
Mi*.  Osborn,  and  the  attorney  general, 
Mr.  Wilson,  and  they  endorsed  the  bill 
to  enable  these  3,500  or  4,000  people  an 
opportunity  to  become  citizens  of  the 
United  States. 

Representatives  Clare  Boothe  Luce 
and  Emanuel  Celler  put  in  a  bill  in  the 
House  and  I  introduced  one  in  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  and  the  bill  was  finally  passed,  with 
the  assistance  of  Dr.  Cooper,  now  de¬ 
ceased,  of  Catholic  University.  The 
committee  held  that  the  Pakistanis  were 
Caucasian  in  view  of  testimony  given  by 
certain  anthropologists. 

Mr.  President,'  in  World  War  II  250 
Pakistan  boys  offered  their  lives  as  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  United  States  Armed  Forces. 
I  think  there  ought  to  be  an  immigration 
quota  for  Pakistan.  I  suggest  to  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations  [Mr.  Wiley]  that 
when  the  Senate  considers  the  matter  of 
Near  East  relief,  the  subject  of  a  quota 
for  Pakistan  be  included. 

I  compliment  the  Senator  from  Ver¬ 
mont  [Mr.  Aiken]  upon  the  remarkably 
fine  work  he  has  done.  The  subcom¬ 
mittee  has  done  much  to  create  good 
feelings  between  the  Near  East,  the 
people  of  Pakistan  and  the  United 
States.  Heaven  knows,  we  need  such 
good  feeling  today  between  the  people 
of  that  area,  above  all  other  places  in 
the  world,  and  the  people  of  this  coun¬ 
try.  I  am  certain  that  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Wiley], 
who  is  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations,  will  remember  the 
testimony  of  John  Foster  Dulles  that 
those  people  are  anxious  and  willing  to 
integrate  a  part  of  then*  forces  with  and 
to  fight,  if  necessary,  in  behalf  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

Mr.  President,  the  pending  bill  repre¬ 
sents  a  forward  step,  and  I  am  delighted 
to  support  it.  This  measure  giving  this 
wheat  to  the  starving  people  of  Pakistan 
will  in  a  large  measure  be  due  to  the 


6828 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  SENATE 


June  16. 


untiring,  hard  12  years  of  work  of  Dr. 
Murabek  Ali  Khan,  who  has  sacrificed 
so  much  of  his  time  and  money  for  his 
people  and  who  is  beloved  all  over  the 
United  States  as  a  statesman  who  ar¬ 
dently  supported  the  goal  of  friendship 
between  these  two  countries. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  yield? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  First,  I  wish  to 
join  with  the  Senator  from  North  Dakota 
[Mr.  Langer]  and  other  Senators  who 
have  expressed  commendation  of  the 
distinguished  chairman  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Agriculture  and  Forestry  for  re¬ 
porting  the  Senate  bill  2112,  which  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  transfer  of  price-support 
wheat  to  Pakistan. 

I  note  that  the  formula  in  the  bill,  as 
set  forth  in  the  first  two  paragraphs,  is 
very  much  similar  to  a  formula  I  pre¬ 
sented  to  the  Senate  Committee  on  For¬ 
eign  Relations  with  respect  to  the  overall 
use  of  surplus  commodities.  As  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  will  recall,  in 
speaking  privately  to  him  about  the  kind 
of  legislation  Congress  might  pass  that 
would  facilitate  the  improvement  of  our 
foreign  relations  by  the  use  of  excess 
foodstuffs,  I  expressed  the  hope  that 
some  permanent  legislation  would  be  en¬ 
acted,  so  that  the  President  would  have 
authority  to  grant  such  aid  when  it  was 
in  the  interest  of  the  United  States.  I 
believe  the  proposal  outlined  in  the  Paki¬ 
stan  wheat  bill  provides  a  legislative 
formula  which  can  be  used  in  connection 
with  the  overall  picture  of  the  distribu¬ 
tion  of  surplus  commodities,  because  I 
am  certain  that  the  question  will  arise 
''again. 

For  a  long  time  I  have  been  interested 
In  emergency  food  aid  to  Pakistan.  On 
April  27,  1953, 1  introduced  a  bill,  Senate 
bill  1782,  which  would  have  almost  the 
same  effect  as  that  resulting  from  the 
measure  now  before  the  Senate.  Prior 
to  that  I  had  written  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  and  to  the  Mutual  Security  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  encouraging  them  to  cause 
an  investigation  to  be  made  with  respect 
to  what  amount  of  such  aid  might  be 
necessary.  I  think  the  record  should 
show  that  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  did  send  a  team  of  investigators, 
so  to  speak,  into  the  area  of  Pakistan, 
and  that  they  returned  with  factual  in¬ 
formation  as  to  the  need  for  particular 
allotment  of  surplus  wheat  from  thei 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  provided 
for  in  the  pending  measure.  So  this  is 
a  very  well  planned  piece  of  legislation. 

I  think  it  should  also  be  noted  when 
hearings  are  held  on  the  mutual  security 
bill  in  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela¬ 
tions,  the  distinguished  chairman  of 
which  I  am  glad  to  observe  present  in 
the  Senate  Chamber,  that  one  of  the 
areas  where  some  Senator  feel  funds  for 
economic  aid  might  be  too  limited  is  the 
Far  East,  as  the  Senator  from  North  Da¬ 
kota  LMr.  Danger]  has  pointed  out.  Par¬ 
ticularly  is  that  true  in  the  case  of  some 
of  the  Moslem  countries. 

As  I  understand,  the  native  currency 
which  will  be  obtained  from  the  sale  of 
this  wheat  in  Pakistan  can  be  and  will 
be  used  in  the  general  direction  of  co¬ 


operation  by  the  Mutual  Security  Ad¬ 
ministration  in  the  overall,  long-term 
improvement  of  agricultural  conditions 
in  Pakistan.  Is  not  that  correct? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  Senator  from  Min¬ 
nesota  is  correct.  The  rupees  which  will 
be  paid  for  the  wheat  by  those  who  are 
able  to  pay  for  it,  who  include  most  of 
the  people  of  Pakistan,  will  be  used  for 
permanent  improvements,  and  will  re¬ 
duce  proportionately  the  numbers  of  dol¬ 
lars  which  might  otherwise  have  to  be 
sent  from  the  United  States  under  the 
mutual  assistance  program. 

Mr.  HUMPHREY.  I  wished  to  make 
that  clear,  because  while  I  realize  that 
the  proposal  involves  a  large  expenditure 
on  the  part  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  including  expenditures  which 
have  already  been  made  for  price-sup¬ 
ported  commodities,  actually,  as  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Vermont  has  pointed  out,  in 
the  long  run  it  may  very  well  replace 
some  dollar  expenditures  at  a  later  date, 
because  in  this  instance,  as  in  the  case  of 
the  India  wheat  program,  which  it  may 
be  recalled  was  before  the  Senate  2 
years  ago,  the  money  is  dedicated  to  the 
improvement  of  land  and  of  irrigation 
facilities,  so  that  farm  conditions  may  be 
alleviated.  This  is  to  be  done  in  the  hope 
that  the  United  States  will  not  again 
have  to  meet  such  emergency  problems. 

I  assure  the  Senator  from  Vermont  of 
my  wholehearted  support  of  the  bill.  I 
only  say,  as  the  Senator  from  South  Da¬ 
kota  [Mr.  Case]  has  pointed  out,  that 
what  is  proposed  in  the  case  of  Pakistan 
follows  a  kind  of  program  which,  if  care¬ 
fully  worked  out,  can  greatly  strengthen 
the  foreign  relations  of  the  United  States. 
Particularly  is  this  true  as  we  observe 
the  shift  in  tactics  of  the  Soviet  Union. 
The  Soviet  Union  is  shifting  somewhat 
from  the  “politics  of  violence”  to  the 
“politics  of  peace.”  It  appears  that  our 
mutual  security  program  ought  to  be 
strengthened  by  giving  to  the  President 
of  the  United  States  and  to  the  Mutual 
Security  Administration  authority  to 
utilize  some  of  our  surplus  foods,  first, 
wherever  they  can  be  used  to  alleviate 
famine  and  human  suffering,  and  second, 
wherever  they  can  be  used  to  strengthen 
American  foreign  policy  and  strengthen 
the  free  world. 

I  hope  the  Senate  will  approach  the 
mutual  security  authorization  and  ap¬ 
propriation  with  a  view  to  strengthening 
the  whole  mutual  security  and  foreign 
policy  structure,  because  to  date  it  has 
been  necessary  to  legislate  on  these  ques¬ 
tions  individually.  I  believe  Congress 
ought  to  legislate  on  the  subject  gen¬ 
erally,  and  not  make  it  necessary  to  enact 
a  law  with  respect  to  every  specific 
proposal. 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  yield? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  CASE.  In  order  that  the  record 
may  be  clear,  there  are  two  questions  I 
wish  to  ask,  since  there  has  been  some 
discussion  of  the  bill. 

First,  in  response  to  a  question  asked 
by  the  Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Mc¬ 
Clellan],  I  think  the  record  will  give 
the  impression  that  all  the  local  currency 
will  become  available  for  the  purposes 
which  have  been  discussed  by  the  Sena¬ 


tor  from  Minnesota.  Is  it  not  correct 
that  the  bill  provides  that  5  percent  of 
the  local  currency  account  is  to  be  avail¬ 
able  for  the  local  currency  requirements 
of  the  United  States  within  Pakistan? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  CASE.  So  95  percent  is  to  be  avail¬ 
able  for  the  other  program,  and  5  per¬ 
cent  would  be  available  for  our  own  ex¬ 
penses  in  Pakistan. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CASE.  In  addition,  the  committee 
has  an  amendment  providing  that  at 
least  50  percent  of  the  gross  tonnage  of 
wheat  shall  be  transported  “on  United 
States-flag  vessels  to  the  extent  practic¬ 
able,”  as  I  read  the  bill,  and  I  simply 
wish  the  Record  to  be  clear  about  the 
fact  that  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpora¬ 
tion  is  not  to  pay  the  transportation. 
The  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  is  to 
deliver  the  wheat  on  board  vessels  in 
United  States  ports,  as  directed  by  the 
President. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  is  not  to  pay  the  transpor¬ 
tation.  I  think  the  Mutual  Security  Ad¬ 
ministration  is  to  pay  the  transporta¬ 
tion.  It  is  intended  that  Pakistan  pay 
the  cost  of  nondollar  bottoms  as  far  as 
possible,  and  that  the  dollar  bottoms  will 
be  paid  for  out  of  MSA  funds. 

Mr.  CASE.  But  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  does  not  pay  it? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  It  is  to  be  paid  by  which¬ 
ever  agency  is  designated  by  the  Presi¬ 
dent  to  handle  the  wheat.  We  are  told 
that  the  President  will  designate  the 
Mutual  Security  Agency.  The  provision 
that  at  least  50  percent  of  the  wheat 
shall  be  carried  in  American  bottoms,  if 
available,  is  substantially  the  same  pro¬ 
vision  as  appears  in  the  Mutual  Secur¬ 
ity  Act.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  is  doubt¬ 
ful  if  50  percent  will  be  carried  in  Ameri¬ 
can  bottoms,  because  I  understand  that 
they  are  not  available  at  this  time. 

Mr.  CASE.  While  the  Senator  from 
South  Dakota  is  in  support  of  this  par¬ 
ticular  measure,  at  the  same  time  I  think 
we  ought  to  be  a  little  careful  about 
turning  such  measures  into  subsidies  for 
the  merchant  marine  or  anything  else, 
unless  they  are  clearly  labeled  as  such. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  know  just  what  the 
Senator  from  South  Dakota  means,  be¬ 
cause  we  have  debated  that  subject  on 
the  floor  frequently  in  the  past  few 
years. 

Mr.  CASE.  Should  it  not  be  clearly 
understood  that  the  appropriations  au¬ 
thorized  in  this  measure  will  be  to  make 
payments  to  the  Commodity  Credit  Corp¬ 
oration  for  the  commodities  supplied, 
and  not  for  transportation,  and  that 
the  transportation  costs,  if  paid  for  by 
the  Mutual  Security  Administration, 
should  come  from  Mutual  Security  Ad¬ 
ministration  funds? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  CASE.  Reverting  for  a  moment  to 
the  Korean  situation,  in  my  discussion 
with  the  Korean  Ambassador  he  pointed 
out  that  the  South  Koreans  would  be 
happy  if  the  commodities  intended  for 
them  were  simply  made  available  f.  o.  b. 
port  of  departure.  If,  in  addition,  we 
were  to  lend  them  some  of  our  idle  Lib¬ 
erty  ships  which  are  in  mothballs  at 
the  present  time,  they  would  provide  the 
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sailors  and  provide  the  operating  ex¬ 
penses.  If  we  would  place  the  food  on 
our  docks  and  lend  them  some  ships,  they 
would  man  the  ships  and  take  care  of 
the  transportation. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  have  not  the  slightest 
doubt  that  generous  treatment  will  be 
accorded  South  Korea  in  this  respect,  as 
it  should  be.  If  we  contribute  the  com¬ 
modities  at  shipside  to  the  foreign  gov¬ 
ernment,  then  it  is  up  to  the  foreign 
government  to  furnish  the  transporta¬ 
tion. 

Mi*.  HUMPHREY.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  further  yield? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  yield.  I  wish  to  yield 
soon  to  the  Senator  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Stennis],  who  has  been  on  his  feet 
for  some  time. 

Mi*.  HUMPHREY.  Certain  organiza¬ 
tions  such  as  CARE  and  CROP,  two  ex¬ 
cellent  organizations,  have  in  the  past 
taken  care  of  some  of  the  shipping  costs 
themselves  when  surplus  foods  have  been 
made  available.  Such  a  provision  is 
not  included  in  this  bill.  I  mention  it 
only  as  a  reminder  in  connection  with 
future  legislation.  In  the  past  we  have 
utilized  at  least  the  administrative  or¬ 
ganizations  of  such  relief  groups.  I  be¬ 
lieve  that  in  the  case  of  Yugoslavia  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  paid 
the  shipping  charges. 

I  make  this  comment  because  I  intend 
to  press  as  hard  as  I  can  for  overall, 
long-term  legislation  to  empower  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  as  the 
chief  spokesman  for  this  Nation  in  for¬ 
eign  affairs,  to  utilize  some  of  our  surplus 
goods  for  these  purposes.  I  do  not  be¬ 
lieve  it  ought  always  to  be  on  a  gift  basis. 
The  proposal  which  I  have  in  mind,  and 
which  I  discussed  before  the  Senate  For¬ 
eign  Relations  Committee,  would  have 
permitted  the  President  to  make  a  gift, 
as  provided  in  this  bill,  with  the  pro¬ 
vision  that  local  currencies  be  used  for 
rehabilitation  or  improvement  within  the 
particular  country;  secondly,  it  would 
have  permitted  the  President  to  sell  on 
the  basis  of  a  loan,  which  was  the  meth¬ 
od  used  in  the  case  of  the  India  wheat, 
at  least  in  part;  or,  thirdly — and  I  think 
this  is  Important — it  would  have  per¬ 
mitted  sale  at  a  concessional  price.  The 
present  law  permits  sale  out  of  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  stocks,  but  at 
the  amount  which  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  has  invested  in  such  stocks. 
If  we  were  to  give  the  President  the  au¬ 
thority  to  sell  at  a  concessional  price,  we 
would  have  an  opportunity  at  times  to  do 
business  with  countries  which  cannot  pay 
the  prevailing  world  price  for  a  particu¬ 
lar  commodity.  I  make  this  observation 
only  because  this  is  the  appropriate  time 
to  comment. 

In  the  case  of  military  assistance  for 
our  allies,  we  have  an  overall  program. 
We  do  not  introduce  and  have  reported 
a  special  bill  every  time  we  wish  to  give 
military  assistance  to  a  friendly  nation. 
We  ought  to  be  equipped  to  provide  food 
assistance  when  it  is  necessary.  Cer¬ 
tainly  food  is  just  as  important  to  the 
survival  and  stability  of  a  country  as 
military  equipment,  if  not  much  more 
so,  particularly  when  there  is  no  hot  war 
going  on. 

I  cannot  help  but  believe  that  we  are  a 
little  better  equipped  to  produce  food 


economically  than  to  produce  guns  eco¬ 
nomically.  We  can  produce  food  at  less 
cost  to  the  Government,  and  with  less 
difficulty  for  the  population,  than  in  the 
case  of  military  supplies.  We  have  never 
had  to  regiment  our  economy  to  produce 
food.  We  have  almost  had  to  regiment 
our  economy  in  order  to  stop  producing 
food. 

I  know  that  the  President  will  ask  for 
overall  legislation.  I  shall  support  it.  I 
wish  such  legislation  could  be  enacted 
this  year,  because  I  think  the  psychologi¬ 
cal  situation  requires  that  the  United 
States  show  the  world  that,  although  we 
are  prepared  to  spend  several  billion  dol¬ 
lars  for  military  assistance,  if  need  be, 
we  would  rather  provide  food  assistance. 
This  bill  provides  it  in  one  specific  in¬ 
stance;  but  mark  my  words,  as  the  Sena¬ 
tor  from  South  Dakota  [Mr.  Case] 
pointed  out,  if  peace  comes  to  Korea  it 
will  bring  in  its  wake  problems  as  great 
as  those  of  war.  Special  legislation  will 
be  introduced  to  provide  aid  to  Korea.  I 
hope  that  such  aid  can  be  provided  under 
general  legislation. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  let  me 
point  out  that  this  relief  to  Pakistan  was 
not  delayed  for  inclusion  in  a  general  bill 
because  the  President  felt  that  the  need 
in  this  case  was  urgent.  The  State  De¬ 
partment  and  other  agencies  believe  it 
essential  that  some  wheat  begin  to  arrive 
in  Pakistan  by  the  first  of  August.  That 
is  the  reason  why  this  part  of  the  overall 
program  was  singled  out  for  quick  action. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  yield? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  yield  to  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Are  there  any  similar 
programs  contemplated  for  other  na¬ 
tions?  Pakistan  is  the  only  one  men¬ 
tioned  in  the  bill,  but  are  there  in  pros¬ 
pect  this  year  any  similar  plans  for  other 
nations? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  No.  Pakistan  is  almost 
the  only  populous  nation,  outside  the 
war -torn  areas,  that  did  not  have  pretty 
good  crops  last  year.  In  the  contribu¬ 
tions  to  Pakistan,  however,  there  is  par¬ 
ticipation  on  the  part  of  Canada  and 
Australia. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  That  was  the  next 
question  I  had  in  mind.  What  other  na¬ 
tions  are  contributing,  and  what  is  their 
contribution? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  believe  Canada  is  con¬ 
tributing  $10  million  worth  of  wheat, 
which  would  provide  about  105,000  tons. 
Australia  is  contributing  45,000  tons, 
through  a  grant  of  $41/2  million.  We 
have  the  most  to  give.  However,  I  am 
inclined  to  think  that  the  45,000  tons 
contributed  by  Australia  represents  as 
large  a  proportion  of  the  total  supply  as 
what  we  are  giving. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  So  far  as  the  Senator 
knows,  have  there  been  any  requests  from 
other  nations  similarly  situated? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  There  are  no  urgent  re¬ 
quests  that  I  know  of. 

I  think  we  must  be  careful,  in  these 
mutual  assistance  programs  which  in¬ 
volve  the  use  of  surplus  American  farm 
commodities,  to  see  that  we  do  not  hurt 
the  economy  of  small  producing  nations. 
In  the  case  of  Pakistan  there  is  a  near 
disaster.  It  might  become  a  complete 
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disaster  before  next  winter  if  we  did  not 
help. 

In  the  case  of  certain  other  nations 
which  probably  would  like  some  of  our 
surplus  commodities  at  lower  prices,  I 
think  we  should  make  sure  that  any  low- 
cost  commodities  from  the  United  States 
are  in  addition  to  the  supply  normally 
used,  and  are  not  used  to  supplant  the 
normal  purchases  made  from  other  small 
producing  nations  of  the  world,  which 
might  go  broke  if  we  gave  away  too 
much. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  should  like  to  ask 
one  more  brief  question.  I  invite  the 
attention  of  the  Senator  to  paragraph 
(b) ,  on  page  3,  which,  including  the  com¬ 
mittee  amendment,  reads  as  follows : 

(b)  To  give  full  and  continuous  publicity 
in  Pakistan  to  the  assistance  furnished  by 
the  United  States;  and  to  provide  such  sup¬ 
plies  free  of  cost  to  persons  who,  by  virtue 
of  circumstances  beyond  their  control,  are 
unable  to  pay  for  them. 

With  reference  to  the  Senator’s  dis¬ 
cussion  as  to  what  these  funds  are  to  be 
used  for,  in  view  of  the  distressing  con¬ 
ditions  upon  which  the  bill  is  based,  does 
not  the  committee  amendment  make  it 
almost  certain  that  all  of  this  wheat  will 
be  given  to  those  who,  by  virtue  of  cir¬ 
cumstances  beyond  their  control,  are  un¬ 
able  to  provide  such  supplies — that  is, 
unable  to  pay  for  them? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Yes;  the  committee 
amendment  would  provide  for  giving  the 
wheat  to  those  who  are  unable  to  pay 
for  it,  but  not  to  those  who  are  able  to 
pay. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Will  not  the  portion 
going  to  those  unable  to  pay  represent 
virtually  all  of  it? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  committee  amend¬ 
ment,  which  has  been  approved  by  the 
Senate,  was  placed  in  the  paragraph 
above.  It  was  misplaced  in  the  printing. 
It  refers  to  supplies  made  available 
under  the  act  among  the  people  of  Pakis¬ 
tan,  without  discrimination,  and  provides 
that  such  supplies  are  to  go  free  of  cost 
to  persons  who,  by  virtue  of  circum¬ 
stances  beyond  their  control,  are  unable 
to  pay  for  the  wheat. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  My  question  would 
still  apply,  then. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  Senator  from  Flor¬ 
ida  proposed  the  amendment  in  the  com¬ 
mittee,  I  think.  The  Senator  is  on  his 
feet  and  it  might  be  well  for  him  to  tell 
us  exactly  what  the  amendment  means. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Senator 
from  Florida  may  be  permitted  to  answer 
the  question. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Without 
objection,  it  is  so  ordered. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  I  think 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  has  perhaps 
overlooked  the  fact  that  the  Senator  who 
suggested  this  amendment  was  the  pres¬ 
ent  occupant  of  the  chair,  the  distin¬ 
guished  senior  Senator  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  ThyeL 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  Senator  is  correct. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  His  position  was  sup¬ 
ported  by  the  Senator  from  Florida. 
However,  it  should  be  stated  that  the 
Senator  from  Minnesota  was  the  one 
who  first  urged  this  point. 

To  state  the  matter  as  clearly  as  I  can, 
from  my  recollection,  2  years  of  drought 
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have  brought  about  a  very  bad  situation 
in  west  Pakistan.  Even  after  the  fur¬ 
nishing  of  supplies  of  wheat  by  Australia 
and  Canada,  other  supplies  from  other 
nations  under  the  Colombo  Pact,  and 
other  supplies  by  way  of  barter,  in  which 
Pakistan  is  using  some  of  her  products 
in  order  to  get  food,  there  is  still  lack¬ 
ing  about  one-fourth  of  the  normal  full 
annual  supply  of  wheat  in  west  Pak¬ 
istan. 

That  means  that  for  about  25  million 
people,  as  I  believe  we  were  told,  famine 
is  imminent,  and  starvation  is  threat¬ 
ening. 

It  was  our  thought,  in  considering  the 
making  of  this  gift,  that  the  United 
States  should  contribute  not  just  to  those 
people  who  might  be  able  to  buy  the 
wheat — and  there  are  many  in  Pakistan 
who  are  able  to  buy  it  with  rupees,  which 
in  turn  will  be  used  to  help  to  perma¬ 
nently  solve  the  food-production  prob¬ 
lem — but  should  also  contribute  wheat 
to  those  who  are  not  able  to  buy  it. 

Therefore,  the  words  under  discussion 
were  inserted  in  the  bill,  with  the  thought 
that  the  act  itself  would  make  clear  the 
fact,  although  we  do  not  pretend  to  go 
in  and  distribute  the  supplies  which  we 
are  furnishing,  that  at  the  same  time 
we  expect  our  friendly  neighbor,  Pak¬ 
istan,  which  will  handle  the  distributing 
of  the  wheat  to  its  own  people,  to  recog¬ 
nize  the  want  of  those  who  do  not  have 
the  means  with  which  to  pay  for  the 
wheat,  in  the  same  way  as  those  who  can 
pay  are  recognized. 

It  is  the  understanding  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Florida  that  the  amount  which 
will  be  given  free  will  be  only  a  part  of 
the  whole,  and  less  than  half  of  the 
whole,  because  the  whole  supply  will 
take  care  of  about  3  months  of  the  en¬ 
tire  wheat  needs  of  West  Pakistan,  both 
on  the  part  of  those  who  can  pay  and 
those  who  cannot  pay,  most  of  whom,  if 
this  wheat  were  not  being  used,  would 
go  hungry. 

So  the  wheat  will  be  used  to  supply 
those  who  are  not  able  to  pay,  which  in¬ 
cludes  both  farming  people  and  those 
whose  business  has  been  pretty  well 
wiped  out  by  the  difficulties  of  the  farm¬ 
ing  people,  and  will  also  supply  the  need 
for  bread  and  the  need  for  wheat  of 
those  who  are  able  to  pay.  Does  that 
answer  the  question  of  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  Mississippi? 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  thank  the  Senator 
from  Florida  very  much.  So  far  as  it 
goes,  it  does  answer  the  question.  Will 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  state 
what  the  estimate  is  of  the  percentage  of 
the  entire  wheat  to  be  delivered  and  dis¬ 
tributed  under  this  clause  in  the  bill? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  Senator  from  Ver¬ 
mont  does  not  know  what  percentage  of 
the  wheat  will  be  given  free  to  people 
without  rupees  in  Pakistan,  but  he  would 
point  out  the  safeguard  contained  in  the 
bill,  which  provides  that  no  wheat  at  all 
shall  be  delivered  until  an  agreement 
containing  certain  provisions  has  been 
entered  into  between  Pakistan  and  the 
United  States.  I  think  that  is  a  good 
safeguard  in  general. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  I  would  not  say  that 
the  bill  is  unsound.  It  seems  to  me,  how¬ 
ever,  that  some  reasonable  limitation 


should  be  placed  in  it,  based  on  a  good 
judgment  of  the  facts.  Perhaps  the 
agreement  would  take  care  of  that  point. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  will  say  to  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi  that  the  bill  contains 
sufficient  safeguards  to  prevent  unjusti¬ 
fied  use  of  this  wheat  by  the  Government 
of  Pakistan,  such  as  free  distribution  to 
persons  who  are  able  to  pay  for  it.  The 
House  committee  is  considering  the  bill 
today,  and  if  it  is  felt  that  the  details 
should  be  spelled  out,  they  can  be  con¬ 
sidered. 

Mr.  STENNIS.  The  chairman  of  the 
committee  represents  to  the  Senate  that 
it  would  be  his  purpose  to  follow  up  that 
thought,  so  as  to  make  sure  that  such  a 
safeguard  is  provided,  so  far  as  it  is 
possible  to  do  so? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  I  believe  it  is  the  purpose 
of  the  committee  to  make  certain  that 
the  privilege  of  giving  away  our  wheat 
shall  not  be  abused.  It  would  not  be 
advantageous  to  Pakistan  to  abuse  it, 
because  the  money  received  for  the 
wheat  would  be  spent  for  making  perma¬ 
nent  improvements  in  that  country. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  Mr.  President,  will 
the  Senator  from  Vermont  yield  for  one 
more  observation? 

Mi-.  AIKEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOLLAND.  I  should  like  to  say, 
first,  that  the  bill  had  the  unanimous 
support  of  all  members  of  the  committee 
on  both  sides  of  the  aisle,  and  was  com¬ 
pletely  and  is  completely  bipartisan  and 
nonpartisan. 

Second,  I  want  to  make  the  same 
statement  with  reference  to  all  three  of 
the  committee  amendments  which  are 
in  the  bill. 

Third,  I  want  to  make  the  same  state¬ 
ment  with  reference  to  the  fact  that  all 
of  the  committee  members  recognized 
the  fact  that  the  President,  in  making 
the  agreement  with  Pakistan,  will  of 
course  deal  with  the  details,  which  are 
inappropriate  to  be  set  out  in  a  bill,  as 
they  shall  have  been  brought  up  to  date 
and  as  they  shall  have  developed  up  to 
that  time,  so  as  to  meet  the  changing 
situation,  whatever  it  may  be. 

Mr.  President,  I  close  by  saying  that 
the  statements  made  to  the  committee 
by  those  who  had  gone  to  Pakistan  to 
review  the  situation  on  the  ground — men 
who  were  chosen  from  various  schools, 
and  I  remember  in  particular  the  dean 
of  the  college  of  agriculture  at  Purdue 
University  and  one  of  his  professors — 
made  it  clear  that  they  believe  this  grant 
will  take  care  of  the  critical  situation, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  present  year 
promises  vastly  improved  crop  conditions 
in  Pakistan. 

If  I  may  be  permitted  to  make  one 
further  observation,  Mr.  President,  I 
should  like  to  say  that  the  committee 
wants  it  clearly  understood  that  the 
grant  has  no  relation  to  the  price-sup¬ 
port  program  or  to  any  domestic  agri¬ 
cultural  program.  It  is  just  incidental 
that  our  Nation  does  own  wheat  in 
abundance.  However,  no  member  of  the 
committee  would  want  it  understood 
that  in  any  way  through  this  grant,  or 
similar  grants  that  might  be  necessi¬ 
tated  by  famine  or  starvation  of  human 
beings  anywhere,  we  propose  to  create 
the  impression  that  we  are  seeking  to 


justify  or  affect  any  price-support  pro¬ 
gram. 

I  am  sure  that  the  Senator  fx-om  Ver¬ 
mont,  the  distinguished  chairman  of  the 
committee,  will  make  it  clear  that  this 
subject  was  handled  by  the  committee 
as  having  no  relation  to  that  program, 
but  simply  as  showing  the  willingness  of 
our  Nation  to  meet  a  tx-agic  need  on  the 
part  of  suffering  human  beings  who 
have  done  their  utmost  to  meet  their  own 
critical  problem,  and  whom  we  know  to 
be,  besides,  a  very  fine  people,  who  be¬ 
lieve  in  freedom  and  who  are  showing 
their  devotion  to  freedom  in  many  tangi¬ 
ble  ways. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  Senator  from  Flor¬ 
ida  has  stated  the  situation  very  clearly. 
I  yield  now  to  the  Senator  from  Georgia. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  no 
printed  report  of  the  hearings  of  the 
committee  is  available,  as  I  undei'stand. 
I  did  not  hear  the  first  part  of  the  Sen¬ 
ator’s  statement,  and  I,  therefore,  in¬ 
quire  as  to  whether  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  or  any  other  Senator  has 
stated  for  the  Record,  for  the  informa¬ 
tion  of  the  American  people,  anything 
with  regard  to  the  relations  which  have 
existed  and  exist  between  Pakistan  and 
the  United  States  and  between  Pakistan 
and  the  United  Nations.  Did  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Vermont  deal  with  that  in  the 
opening  part  of  his  statement? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  No;  not  directly. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  Mr.  President,  it  seems 
that  in  this  country  we  are  developing 
some  kind  of  a  complex  whereby  some¬ 
times  we  are  afraid  to  proclaim  some  of 
the  reasons  which  prompt  our  attitude 
and  our  delight  at  being  able  to  extend 
a  helping  hand  to  a  friend  who  is  in 
distress. 

I  may  be  in  error,  but  I  seem  to  re¬ 
call  that  at  about  the  time  of  the  out¬ 
break  of  hostilities  in  Korea,  Pakistan 
was  one  of  the  first  nations  to  offer  to 
send  a  substantial  number  of  troops  to 
fight  under  the  banner  of  the  United 
Nations  in  Korea,  in  resisting  Communist 
aggression  there.  I  may  be  confusing 
Pakistan  with  some  other  country,  in 
that  connection ;  but  I  believe  I  am  cor¬ 
rect  about  that  matter. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  The  Senator  from  Geor¬ 
gia  may  be  correct. 

Mr.  RUSSELL.  I  believe  Pakistan 
offered  to  send  a  full  brigade  of  troops 
to  fight  with  the  soldiers  of  the  United 
States  and  the  soldiers  of  other  nations 
which  were  undertaking  to  draw  a  line 
against  armed  aggression,  and  to  say, 
“This  far,  and  no  farther,  shall  armed 
aggression  take  away  the  freedom  of 
those  who  desire  to  enjoy  the  privileges 
of  fi-eedom." 

So,  Mr.  President,  I  take  particular 
delight  in  voting  for  this  bill.  I  may 
be  a  little  old  fashioned,  but  I  am  never 
afraid  to  rise  and  to  say  to  the  entii-e 
world  that  the  United  States  does  not 
forget  its  friends  when  they  are  in  trou¬ 
ble  or  in  need. 

I  am  pei-fectly  willing  to  say,  further, 
that  in  my  own  scrutiny  of  the  foreign- 
aid  progi-ams,  I  propose  to  be  much  more 
generous  with  nations  whose  fi-iendship 
to  us  is  unquestioned  than  I  do  with  those 
whose  attitude  is  fi'iendly  toward  coun- 
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tries  which  threaten  the  freedom  of  men 
everywhere. 

Pakistan,  by  virtue  of  its  situation, 
has  had  great  difficulties  in  getting  un¬ 
der  way  as  a  free  nation.  I  believe  the 
American  people,  should  ever  recall  the 
fact  that  Pakistan  was  one  of  the  first 
nations  to  rise  to  the  support  of  the 
United  Nations,  and  that  the  only  thing 
that  prevented  the  Pakistanis  from  actu¬ 
ally  landing  their  troops  on  the  penin¬ 
sula  of  Korea  was  the  difficulty  they  had 
with  India  over  the  Province  of  Kashmir. 

I  believe  this  statement  should  be  made 
a  part  of  this  record,  and  I  believe  we 
should  state  clearly  that  we  desire  to 
aid  a  country  which  has  shown  its 
friendship  to  the  endeavor  to  prevent 
armed  aggression  and  the  effort  to  bring 
about  peace  in  tl\e  world. 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  the  Sen¬ 
ator  from  Georgia  has  made  a  most  val¬ 
uable  contribution  to  the  discussion. 

I  wish  to  add  that  the  Pakistanis  have 
made  it  perfectly  clear  that  they  have 
not  the  slightest  intention  of  turning  one 
inch  toward  communism,  regardless  of 
whether  this  wheat  is  given  to  them. 
The  Pakistanis  want  that  clearly  under¬ 
stood.  They  are  desperately  in  need  of 
the  wheat,  but  they  are  not  threatening 
to  swing  in  the  other -.direction  if  they 
do  not  get  it.  They  are  prepared  to 
stand  by. 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  will  the 
Senator  from  Vermont  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  I  am  glad 
to  yield  the  floor  to  the  Senator  from 
Wisconsin.  I  am  sure  what  he  will  say 
will  also  be  music  to  my  ears. 

Mr.  WILEY;  Mr.  President,  I  have 
listened  with  a  great  deal  of  interest  to 
all  the  statements  which  have  been  made 
in  connection  with  this  bill.  I  agree  that 
it  is  in  accordance  with  our  Christian 
principles  to  do  what  the  bill  contem¬ 
plates.  It  certainly  is  in  the  interest  of 
our  foreign  policy  and  in  the  interest  of 
maintaining  and  of  retaining,  as  has 
been  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Ver¬ 
mont,  the  friendship  of  the  people  of 
Pakistan.  So  I  am  very  much  in  favor  of 
the  bill. 

In  the  Foreign  Relations  Committee 
we  had  occasion  to  consider  this  matter 
in  connection  with  the  mutual  aid  bill. 
We  were  given  the  facts.  We  recognize 
that  this  bill  takes  care  of  a  situation 
which,  from  every  point  of  view,  should 
be  taken  care  of,  considering  the  tremen¬ 
dous  supply  of  wheat  we  have  in  storage 
and  the  large  supply  which  now  is  com¬ 
ing  into  being. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The  bill 
is  open  to  further  amendment. 

If  there  are  no  further  amendments  to 
be  proposed,  the  question  is  on  the  en¬ 
grossment  and  third  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  (S.  2112)  was  ordered  to  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  read  the 
third  time,  and  passed,  as  follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  any  other  law,  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  is  authorized  and 
directed  to  make  available  to  the  President 
out  of  wheat  stocks  acquired  through  price- 
support  operations  not  to  exceed  1  million 
long  tons  of  wheat,  during  the  period  end¬ 
ing  June  30,  1954,  for  transfer  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Pakistan  upon  such  terms  and 
conditions  as  the  President  determines  ap¬ 


propriate,  of  which  700,000  tons  may  be  made 
available  in  order  to  alleviate  starvation  and 
mass  suffering  threatened  by  famine  condi¬ 
tions  in  Pakistan  and  not  to  exceed  300,000 
tons  to  provide  such  reserve  supply  as  he 
may  determine  to  be  a  necessary  supplement 
to  such  emergency  assistance.  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  shall  deliver  the  wheat  on 
board  vessels  in  United  States  ports  as  di¬ 
rected  by  the  President.  At  least  50  percent 
of  the  gross  tonnage  of  wheat  made  available 
under  this  act  and  transported  from  the 
United  States  on  ocean  vessels  shall  be  so 
transported  on  United  States  flag  vessels  to 
the  extent  practicable  and  to  the  extent  such 
vessels  are  available  at  market  rates  for 
United  States  flag  vessels. 

Sec.  2.  For  the  purpose  of  making  pay¬ 
ments  to  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
for  commodities  disposed  of  hereunder,  there 
are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  out 
of  any  moneys  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise 
appropriated,  such  sums  as  are  equal  to  the 
Corporation’s  investment  in  such  commod¬ 
ities,  including  handling  costs,  plus  the  costs 
incurred  in  making  deliveries  hereunder. 
Any  funds  or  other  assets  available  to  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  may  be  used, 
in  advance  of  such  appropriation  or  pay¬ 
ments,  for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this 
act. 

Sec.  3.  No  assistance  under  authority  of 
this  act  shall  be  made  available  until  an 
agreement  is  entered  into  between  Pakistan 
and  the  United  States  containing  the  follow¬ 
ing  undertakings,  and  any  others  the  Presi¬ 
dent  may  determine  to  be  desirable  to  carry 
out  the  purposes  of  this  act,  on  the  part  of 
Pakistan; 

(a)  To  distribute  the  supplies  made  avail¬ 
able  under  this  act,  among  the  people  of 
Pakistan  without  discrimination,  and  to  pro¬ 
vide  such  supplies  free  of  cost  to  persons  who, 
by  virtue  of  circumstances  beyond  their 
control,  are  unable  to  pay  for  them. 

(b)  To  give  full  and  continuous  publicity 
in  Pakistan  to  the  assistance  furnished  by 
the  United  States. 

(c)  To  permit  persons  designated  by  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  to  observe 
without  restriction  the  distribution  in  Pak¬ 
istan  of  supplies  made  available  under  au¬ 
thority  of  this  act. 

(d)  To  deposit  in  a  special  account 
amounts  of  the  currency  of  Pakistan  equiva¬ 
lent  to  the  amounts  of  such  currency  ac¬ 
cruing  to  the  Government  of  Pakistan  from 
the  import  and  sale  of  commodities  fur¬ 
nished  as  a  grant  hereunder,  this  account  to 
be  utilized  as  may  be  agreed  upon  by  the 
United  States  and  the  Government  of  Pakis¬ 
tan  for  the  benefit  of  the  people  of  Pakistan 
in  programs  to  increase  food  production  and 
in  other  projects  and  programs  in  the  mu¬ 
tual  interest  of  the  United  States  and  Pakis¬ 
tan. 

(e)  To  allocate  to  the  use  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States  5  percent  of  the 
local  currency  account  established  in  subsec¬ 
tion  (d)  for  use,  in  accordance  with  ap¬ 
plicable  United  States  laws,  for  local  cur- 
reny  requirements  of  the  United  States,  in¬ 
cluding  administrative  and  operating  ex¬ 
penses  in  Pakistan  in  connection  with  as¬ 
sistance  supplied  by  the  United  States. 

(f)  To  pursue  all  appropriate  measures  to 
reduce  its  relief  needs  and  to  increase  pro¬ 
duction  and  supply  and  Improve  distribution 
of  foodstuffs  within  Pakistan  so  as  to  lessen 
the  danger  of  similar  emergencies  in  the 
future. 

Sec.  4.  All  or  any  part  of  the  assistance 
provided  hereunder  shall  be  terminated  by 
the  President  whenever  he  or  Congress  by 
concurrent  resolution,  determines  that  be¬ 
cause  of  changed  conditions  continuation  of 
assistance  is  unnecessary  or  undesirable. 
Termination  of  assistance  to  Pakistan  under 
this  section  may  include  the  termination  of 
deliveries  of  all  supplies  scheduled  under 
this  act  and  not  yet  delivered. 


Sec.  5.  Nothing  contained  in  this  act  shall 
affect  the  applicability  of  section  1415  of  the 
Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1953,  or 
other  provisions  of  law  to  the  local  currency 
allocated  to  the  use  of  the  United  States  in 
accordance  with  the  agreement  provided  for 
in  section  3. 

YQUNG  REPUBLICANS  SUPPORT 

Allied  unity  and  American 
Leadership 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr.  President,  last  Sat¬ 
urday  certain  folks  at  the  Wisconsin 
State  Republican  convention  engineered 
actions  designed  to  turn  the  clock  back 
in  America’s  history.  They  endeavored 
to  have  our  country  turn  its  back  on  its 
leadership  in  world  affairs,  by  supporting 
a  constitutional  amendment  whose  effect 
would  be  to  wreck  our  foreign  policy. 

In  the  same  newspapers  which  record¬ 
ed  this  ynfortunate  action  there  was 
carried  a  dispatch  from  South  Dakota 
reporting  the  results  of  the  convention 
of  the  Young  Republican  National  Fed¬ 
eration,  which  took  a  completely  oppo¬ 
site  approach — a  sound,  intelligent,  en¬ 
lightened  approach.  Unanimously,  the 
1,000  delegates  approved  American  for¬ 
eign  policy,  based  on  collective  security. 
Not  one  delegate  supported  the  idea  of 
having  America  abandon  the  United  Na¬ 
tions.  Tribute  was  paid  to  the  great  ma¬ 
jority  leader  of  the  United  States  Sen¬ 
ate — the  senior  Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Taft] . 

V  * 

Action  was  tajcen  on  other  resolu¬ 
tions — some  controversial,  some  not. 

An  effort  was  made  in  the  convention 
to  secure  endorsement  of  the  Bricker 
amendment,  but  no  such  action  was 
taken.  \  ( 

I  do  not  have  available  a  transcript  of 
the  convention’s  proceedings,  but  I  know 
that  the  action  taken  qn  behalf  of  a  con¬ 
structive  foreign  policy  represents  the 
will  of  the  American  people  in  seeking  a 
foreign  policy  of  leader^iip.  The  Young 
Republicans  represented  the  thinking 
not  only  of  the  Young  Republican  move¬ 
ment,  but  of  the  senipr  Republican 
movement.  In  this  instance  the  young 
people  were  far  closer  to  the  mark  than 
were  some  of  their  parents! 

I  send  to  the  desk  the  text  of  this  news 
dispatch,  and  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  it  be  printed  following  my  remarks 
in  the  Congressional  Record!'. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  article 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

[From  the  Milwaukee  Journal  of  June  14, 
1953] 

Young  GOP  Supports  U.  N. — O.  K.’s'-Coixec- 
tive  Security  , 

Rapid  City,  S.  Dak. — The  Young  Republi¬ 
can  National  Federation,  with  more  than 
1,000  delegates  from  45  States,  Saturday 
unanimously  supported  a  “collective  ’secu¬ 
rity”  foreign  policy  based  on  continuing 
membership  in  the  United  Nations,  and', said 
American  sacrifices  in  Korea  “have  not  been 
In  vain.”  < 

Without  dissent,  the  Young  Republicans 
espoused  the  foreign  policy  of  President 
Eisenhower,  rather  than  that  urged  by  Sena¬ 
tor  Taft,  of  Ohio.  In  the  1952  campaign 
Taft  attacked  the  Korean  conflict  as  “Trut 
man’s  war,”  and  recently  he  urged  future 
United  States  reliance  on  military  alliances  , 
rather  than  the  United  Nations. 
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Smarting  the  administration  move  for 
an  armistice  In  Korea,  the  Young  Republi¬ 
cans  declared  their  belief  that,  “though  cost¬ 
ly  and  heartbreaking,  Korea  has  been  a  sym¬ 
bol  of  the  fiW  world’s  determination  to  stop 
the  aggressioh  of  the  Soviet  Union  and  its 
satellites,  and\o  that  end  American  sacri¬ 
fices  have  not  b&en  in  vain." 

PEACE  CABLED  INDIVISIBLE 

There  was  no  discussion  on  this  point,  al¬ 
though  many  Republican  orators  in  the  last 
campaign  challenged  ri^e  wisdom  of  former 
President  Truman  in  selling  United  States 
troops  to  resist  Communist  aggression  in 
Korea  In  June  1950. 

“Peace  is  indivisible  and  uhist  he  achieved 
in  the  forum  of  nations,”  the\oreign  policy 
resolution  said.  “Peace  cannotsJbe  lastingly 
achieved  in  isolation,  but  only  by effective  co¬ 
operation  with  the  community  o\  nations. 
Regional  alliances  are  only  supplemental  to 
the  basic  collective  purposes  of  the  'ynited 
Nations,  for  we  know  that  global  peacekcan- 
not  be  attained  in  a  piecemeal  fash  ion. \ 

Not  a  single  delegate  arose  to  espouse  ttje 
Taft  argument  that  the  United  States  shoui'd 
extricate  itself  from  the  United  Nations' 
The  delegates,  however,  did  declare  unani¬ 
mously  their  admiration  of  Taft  for  the  lead¬ 
ership  he  had  given  the  party  and  the  sup¬ 
port  he  had  given  the  Eisenhower  adminis¬ 
tration  program  in  Congress.  Hope  was  ex¬ 
pressed  that  Taft’s  health  would  improve 
rapidly  so  that  he  could  resume  active  lead¬ 
ership  of  the  Republican  majority  in  the 
Senate. 

SECURITY  MOVE  BACKED 

The  convention  approved  without  dissent 
a  resolution  commending  the  administra¬ 
tion  for  the  great  progress  it  has  made  in 
ferreting  subversives  out  of  the  Government 
service,  and  urging  continued  vigilance  in 
this  direction. 

A  cheer  greeted  the  resolution  that  pledged 
the  Young  Republicans  to  stand  for  ade¬ 
quate  safeguards  to  protect  the  rights  of  in¬ 
dividuals  who  appear  before  either  admin¬ 
istration  loyalty  boards  or  legislative  in¬ 
vestigating  committees.  A  predicted  floor 
fight  over  the  investigating  methods  of  Sen¬ 
ator  McCarthy,  Republican,  of  Wisconsin, 
did  not  materialize. 

The  Republican  juniors  also  went  on 
record  in  support  of  the  administration’s  re¬ 
quest  for  extension  until  December  30  of 
the  excess-profits  tax,  and  urged  its  replace¬ 
ment  at  that  time,  if  necessary,  by  other 
sources  of  revenue. 

There  was  no  debate  on  a  proposal  that 
the  individual  States,  rather  than  Federal 
Government,  enact  immediately  effective 
fair-employment-practices  legislation.  A., f 
Price  Woodward,  of  Wichita,  Kans.,  a  Negr.e 
delegate,  was  presiding  at  the  time. 

Other  resolutions  that  were  adopted/" 

Supported  extension  of  the  Reciprocal 
Trade  Act  and  systematic  reduction  oe  elimi¬ 
nation  of  tariffs  and  trade  barriers.  / 

Sidestepped  endorsement  of  the  Bricker 
amendment,  which  would  bar  any  treaty  or 
international  agreement  from /superseding 
domestic  legislation. 

Asked  revision  of  the  McCarran-Walter 
immigration  law.  / 

Supported  proposals  tor  lower  the  voting 
age  from  21  to  18. 

Asked  a  congressional  study  of  the  advisa¬ 
bility  of  returning  federally  owned  lands  and 
minerals  to  the  States  in  which  they  are 
located.  / 

Opposed  expansion  of  the  national  service 
life  insurance  pfogram  for  Armed  Forces  per¬ 
sonnel.  (Tlyrvote  on  this  was  294  to  270.) 

Sullivan  tfarnes,  31,  of  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak., 
was  elected  president  of  the  federation  at 
the  closhig  session  Saturday  night.  He  re¬ 
ceived  430  votes;  Herbert  W.  Beitel,  of  Chi¬ 
cago,  tA 2;  and  Carlton  Rouh.  of  Llndenwold, 
N.  J./25. 


EXTENSION  OF  CERTAIN  CHARTERS 

OF  VESSELS  TO  CITIZENS  OF  THE 

PHILIPPINES 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr,  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  Senate  Joint  Resolution 
88,  Calendar  No.  404. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
joint  resolution  will  be  read  by  title  for 
the  information  of  the  Senate. 

The  Chief  Clerk.  A  joint  resolution 
(S.  J.  Res.  88)  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  Commerce  to  extend  certain  charters 
of  vessels  to  citizens  of  the  Republic  of 
the  Philippines,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  Senator 
from  South  Dakota  for  the  present  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  joint  resolution? 

There  being  no  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  joint  resolu¬ 
tion. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
s.  joint  resolution  is  open  to  amendment. 

Mr.  POTTER.  Mr.  President,  I  should 
like  to  discuss  the  joint  resolution  and/' 
alskthe  measure  which  the  distinguished 
Senior  from  South  Dakota  will  call  Up 
next,  gamely,  Senate  Joint  Resolution 
72.  These  joint  resolutions  are /Com¬ 
panion  measures,  in  that  Senate  Joint 
Resolution\88,  which  is  now  under  con¬ 
sideration,  tfqll  authorize  a  continuation 
of  the  chartering  of  eight  ships  by  citi¬ 
zens  of  the  Republic  of  the  Philippines. 
These  ships  have/been  chattered  for  the 
past  6  years.  Thhy  are  slow,  wartime- 
built  ships,  which  hayelittle  or  no  value 
to  our  own  merchant  marine,  but  they 
are  serving  a  very  useful  purpose  and 
are  engaged  in  a  very  fvgeful  service  in 
the  intercoastal  trade  in  the  Philippines. 
So  the  joint  resolution  would  simply 
continue  for  another  year  th\chartering 
of  the  ships. 

The  other  joint  resolution,  which  I 
should  lilEfe  to  discuss  briefly  at  ttil«  time, 
authorises  the  Secretary  of  Commerce 
to  sety-  the  same  eight  ships  to  citiJsens 
of  the  Republic  of  the  Philippines,  ahd 
to  sell  them  at  the  Ship  Sales  Act  price  ^ 

When  the  Philippine  Rehabilitation' 
Act  was  initiated  in  1946,  many  citizens 
of  the  Philippines  who  had  had  ships, 
but  who  had  lost  them  during  the  war, 
were  not  able  to  have  their  claims  settled 
in  time  to  allow  them  to  purchase  ships 
under  the  Ship  Sales  Act,  which  was  a 
measure  by  which  we  allowed  many  citi¬ 
zens  of  foreign  nations  and  many  foreign 
nations  themselves  to  purchase  American 
wartime-built  ships.  So  the  Philippines, 
because  of  the  fact  that  their  claims 
were  not  settled  in  time,  were  precluded 
from  purchasing  the  ships. 

The  two  resolutions  have  been  re¬ 
ported  unanimously  by  the  Committee 
on  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce. 
They  have  been  endorsed  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce  and  the  Department 
of  State,  and  we  have  a  letter  from  the 
Government  of  the  Philippines  asking 
for  the  passage  of  the  two  measures. 

Mr.  PASTORE.  Mr.  President,  I  sug¬ 
gest  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  call  the  roll. 

The  Chief  Clerk  proceeded  to  call  the 
roll. 


Mi’.  PASTORE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  order  fbr  a 
quorum  call  be  rescinded,  and  th§tt  fur¬ 
ther  proceedings  under  the  caiybe  dis¬ 
pensed  with. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER^  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of/the  Senator 
from  Rhode  Island?  Th#  Chair  hears 
none,  and  it  is  so  orders 

The  joint  resolution  is  open  to  amend¬ 
ment.  If  there  be  no  amendment,  the 
question  is  on  the  engrossment  and  third 
reading  of  the  joii\r  resolution. 

The  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  88) 
was  ordered  type  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading,  read/the  third  time,  and  passed, 
as  follows: 

Resolved /etc.,  That,  notwithstanding  any 
other  provisions  of  existing  law,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  /Commerce  is  authorized  to  extend 
and  continue  the  present  charters  of  vessels 
to  ciytzens  of  the  Republic  of  the  Philip¬ 
pines,  which  charters  were  made  and  en- 
ter4d  into  under  the  terms  of  section  306 
f)  of  the  act  of  April  30,  1946  (Public  Law 
170,  79th  Congress),  and  which  charters 
were  extended  by  the  Secretary  of  *  Com¬ 
merce  under  the  terms  of  a  joint  resolution, 
approved  April  30,  1952  (Public  Law  327, 
82d  Congress).  Such  charters  may  be  fur¬ 
ther  extended  for  such  periods  of  time  and 
under  such  terms  and  conditions  as  the  Sec¬ 
retary  may,  from  time  to  time,  determine 
to  be  required  in  the  interest  of  the  econ¬ 
omy  of  the  Philippines,  but  any  such  charter 
shall  contain  a  provision  requiring  that  the 
vessel  shall  be  operated  only  in  the  inter¬ 
island  commerce  in  the  Philippines.  No 
such  vessel  shall  be  continued  under  charter, 
as  authorized  herein,  beyond  the  comple¬ 
tion  of  the  first  voyage  terminating  after 
June  30,  1954. 


SALE  OF  CERTAIN  VESSELS  TO  PHIL¬ 
IPPINE  CITIZENS  FOR  USE  IN 

INTERISLAND  SERVICES 

Mr.  CASE.  Mr.  President,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  for  the  immediate 
consideration  of  Calendar  No.  405,  Sen¬ 
ate  Joint  Resolution  72. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  The 
clerk  will  read  the  joint  resolution  by 
title. 

The  Legislative  Clerk.  A  joint  res- 
lution  (S.  J.  Res.  72)  to  authorize  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  to  sell  certain 
vessels  to  citizens  of  the  Republic  of  the 
Philippines:  to  provide  for  the  rehabili- 
tation'of  the  interisland  commerce  of 
the  Philippines,  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Is  there 
objection  t\the  consideration  of  the 
joint  resolution? 

There  being\io  objection,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  consider  the  joint  resolu¬ 
tion  (S.  J.  Res.  730  which  had  been  re¬ 
ported  from  the  Committee  on  Inter¬ 
state  and  Foreign^  Commerce  with 
amendments,  on  pagek.3,  line  12,  after 
the  word  “Philippines”,\o  insert  a  colon 
and  “Provided,  lioirerer/That  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Commerce,  aftersconsultation 
with  the  National  Advisory\Council  in 
International  Monetary  and  financial 
Problems,  shall  fix  the  terms  of  payment 
on  unpaid  balances,  which  terms  shall 
in  no  event  be  more  favorable  tha'h  the 
terms  applicable  in  the  case  of  sale\to 
citizens  of  the  United  States”;  on  page 
4.  line  8,  after  the  word  “provided”,  to 
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1*.  FOREIGN  AIDg.  The  Rules  Committee  reported  a  resolution  providing  for  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  HoR0  3639 ^  to  proVide  for  the  transfer  of  price-support  wheat 
to  PakistanB  This  bill  directs  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to  make  avail¬ 
able  to  the  President  up  to  1  million  long  tons  of  wheat’  (approximately  37 
million  bushels)  to  be  transferred  to  the  Government  of  Pakistan  in  order  to 
alleviate  starvation  and  famine  conditions  in  Pakistan  and  to  provide  that 
country  with  some  reserve  supply  of  this  important  food  grain.  The  wheat  will 
come  from  stocks  of  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  acquired  pursuant  to  price- 
support  operations©  The  bill  provides  that  no  wheat  shall  be  transferred  to. 
Pakistan  until  the  United  States  and  Pakistan  have  entered  into  an  agreement  as 
to  its  use  and  distributions  This  agreement  is  to  include  the  following  pre- 
vis  ions ; 

(1.)  Distribution  of  the  wheat  without  discrimination  among  the.  people  of 
Pakistan  and  without  ecs  t  to  those  who,,  through  no  fault  of  their  own  are  un¬ 
able  to  purchase  it;  (21)  full"  publicity  to  the  assistance  furnished  by  the 
people  cf  the  United  States;  (3)  unrestricted  observation  of  the  distribution 
procedure  by  United  States  observers;  (U)  utilization  of  any  local  currency  de¬ 
rived  by  Pakistan  from  the  sale, of  donated  wheat)  in  a  manner _ agreed  upon  by 
the  United  States  and  the  Government  of  Pakistan,  for  programs  to  increase  food 
production  in  Pakistan  and  other  projects  of  mutual  interest  to  the  two 
countries;  (5)  allocation  of  3  percent  of  the  local  currenc;7-  received  for  the 
use  of  the*  United  States  within  Pakistan;  and  (6)  the  taking  of  all  appropriate 
measures  to  reduce  and  prevent  further  relief  needs ©  The  bill  also  authorizes 
an  appropriation 'for  the  our pose  of  making  payment  to  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  for  the  wheat  made  available  to  Pakistan.  The  Corporation,  however, 
is  authorized  to  make  the  wheat  available  in  advance  of  receiving  .oayment  there¬ 
for© 


o  od  cd  ro 


The  Rules.  Committee  reported  a  resolution  providing  for  the  consideration 
of  H.R.  5710,  the  laitual  Security  Agency  authorization  bill  (p3  6963)4 


2.  APHlOHtlATiONS.  Concluded' debate  on\H*R.  5690,  2nd  independent  offices  appropri 
ation  bill  for  195U,  but  deferred  final  action  until  today,  June  18  (pp.  6909- 
62).  :  / 

Rejected  the  following  amendments: 

By  Rep*  Cooper,  by  83-15U,  to  increase  funds  by  A30  million  fcr  construc¬ 
tion  of  a  steam  plant  at  the  Fulton  site.  Term*  (pp*  691U-26J* 

By  Rep*  Andrews,  by  33-lllt,  to  delete  language  preventing  the  moving  of 
TVA  headquarters  to  Muscle  Shoals,  Alabama  (pp*  6926-30),/ 

By  Rep*  Jones  (Alabama),  by  U6-101,  to  increase  TVA  funds  by  02,377*000 


,  f or  resource  development  (pp*  6931-2.)* 


The  Appropriations  Committee,  reported  H*R*  5805,  the  legislative- judicial 
appropriation  bill  for  195U;  and  the  Rules  Committee  reported  a.  resolution  for 
its  consideration  (H*  Rept*  598).  (p*  6971)* 


3*  ECONOMIC  CONTROLS*  Agreed  to  the  conference  report  on  S*  1081,  providing  for 
temporary  economic  controls  (pp*  6907-8)*  For  provisions  of  the  conference 
report  see  Digest  109*  \ 


U.  RUBBER*  The  Armed  Services  Committee  reported  with  amendment  H,R*  5728,  to 
authorize  disposal  of  Government  owned  rubber-producing  facilities  (H.  Rept* 

'  593)  (p.  6971).  A 

5*  WAR  PQJERS*  Passed  without  amendment  H.R*  2557,  to  extend  title  2  of  the  First 
(pp  ^ con’t'rac’t  authority  of  the  President)  through  June  30,  195U 

6*  APPROPRIATIONS*  The  Appropriations  Committee  ordered  reported  (but  did  not 
actually  report)  with  amendments  H.R,  U328,  Interior  appropriation  bill  foi* 
195U*  The  "Daily' Digest”  states:  "As  approved,  the  bill  -would  provide  for  a 
total  of  U5l*256,9UO,  an  increase  of  0^5,126,597  over  ’the  House-passed. figure 
.  of  OUo6,130,3U3o"  (p.  D569.) 

The  Appropriations /Subcommittee  ordered  reported  to  the  full  committee 
with  amendments  H,R*  5376,  Arny  civil  functions  appropriation  bill  for  195U 

(p.*  0569).  '  \ 


7*  CONTRACTS*  The  "Daily  Digest"  states  that 'the  Government \pperations  Committee 
ordered  reported  as  a  committee  amendment,  an  amendment  to- S*  69O,  to  amend 
the  Federal  Property  and  Administrative  Services  of  19b9  relating  to  lease- 
purchase  agreements*  "This  amendment  would  provide  fcr  submission  of  lease- 
purchase  agreements  to  the  President  of  the  Senate  and  Speaker -of  the.  House 
for  reference  to  appropriate  committees*"  (p.  D570.) 

ITEiS  IN  APPENDIX 

„  ■  \  .  \. ; 

0*  TCRnlON  TRADE*  Extension  of  remarks  by  Rep*  Sieminski  discussing  ho w  high  a 

tariff  should  be  (p*  A3720). 

Extension  of  remarks  by  Rep*  Felly  in  favor  of  H.R,  51 4-95,  to  extend  the 
reciprocal  trade  agreements  authority  for  1  year  (pp*  A372G-29). 

9*  CAiTLE  INDUSTRY*  Extension  of  remarks  by  Rep*  Rogers  (Tex*)  stating  that  the 
small  rancher  and  cattle  farmer  is  in  danger  of  "bankruptcy  and  annihilation" 
from  falling  cattle  prices  and  an  unprecedented  draught,  and  inserting  a. peti¬ 
tion  on  this  subject  (pp*  A3720-21)* 
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CONSIDERATION  OF  H.  R.  5659 


June  17,  1953. — Referred  to  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be  printed 


Mr.  Allen  of  Illinois,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  submitted  the 

following 

REPORT 

[To  accompany  H.  Res.  293] 

The  Committee  on  Rules,  having  had  under  consideration  House 
Resolution  293,  report  the  same  to  the  House  with  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  that  the  resolution  do  pass. 
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o 

House  Calendar  No.  80 

H.  RES.  293 

[Report  No.  601] 


IN  THE  HOUSE  OE  REPRESENTATIVES 

June  17, 1953 

Mr.  Allen  of  Illinois,  from  the  Committee  on  Rules,  reported  the  following 
resolution;  which  was  referred  to  the  House  Calendar  and  ordered  to  be 
printed 


RESOLUTION 

1  Resolved ,  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this  resolution  it 

2  shall  be  in  order  to  move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 

3  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the  Union 

4  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  5659)  to  provide  for 

5  the  transfer  of  price-support  wheat  to  Pakistan,  and  all  points 

6  of  order  against  said  hill  or  any  provisions  contained  in  said 

7  bill  are  hereby  waived.  After  general  debate,  which  shall 

8  be  confined  to  the  bill  and  continue  not  to  exceed  one  hour, 

9  to  be  equally  divided  and  controlled  by  the  chairman  and 

10  ranking  minority  member  of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture, 

11  the  bill  shall  be  read  for  amendment  under  the  five-minute 

12  rule.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  consideration  of  the  bill  for 


y 


g 


1  amendment,  the  Committee  shall  rise  and  report  the  bill  to 

2  the  House  with  such  amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted 

3  and  the  previous  question  shall  be  considered  as  ordered 

4  on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto  to  final  passage  without 

5  intervening  motion  except  one  motion  to  recommit. 
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6.  NOME  NAT 

trator  i: 


of  16rs •  Katherine  Howard  as  Deputy  Federal  Civil  Defense  Adminis- 
confirmed  (p.  7207). 


7.  HOUSING.  The  Banking  and  Currency  Committee  ordered  reported  (but  did  not 
5  actually  report)  S.  21Q3,  to  amend,  the' national  Housing  Act,  with  an  amend¬ 
ment  in  the  nhture  of  a  substitute  (p.  D590). 

'  '••’/•  •• 

8.  FOREIGN  TRADE.  I^ceived  the  fifth  annual  report  of  the  Tariff  Commission  on 
•  the  operation  of  the  trade  agreements  program,  from  July  1951  to  June  1952 

(p.  7160). 


9*  ELECTRIFICATION.  Sen.Nlprse  spoke  on  "The  Cadillac  Crusade  Against  Public 

Power/1  criticizing  thes  Administration' s  public  power  policies;  and  claiming 
that  private  utility  operators .are  out  to  dominate  REA/and -TVA  '(pp. -7185- 
205).  He  also  discussed  v}ie  >  Secretary  *s  and  the  REA  Administrator 's 'views 
on  public  power  (p.  7196). 


3 


10.  IRRIGATION.  Received  a  California  Legislature  resblution -urpgxng  direct  loans 
■  (  to  iihQ  districts  of  the  C entr a IV Valley  for  construction ’df  xi is tribution 
,  .  .  systems  in  connection  with  their\irrigation  program  (p.**7l63)* 


~  HOUSE 


11. 


FOREIGN  AID.  Began  debate  on  H.  R.  5659*  to  provide  for  the  transfer  of  price- 
support  wheat  to  Pakistan,  and  began  reading  the  bill  for  amendment  (pp.  7727**  ^ 

.725£ I! 

Rep.  Rooney  stated  that  he  would  offer  an  amendment  to  H.  R.  5&59  requir¬ 
ing  that  at  least  ^O/o  of  the  wheat  be  shipped  to  Pakistan  in  U.  S.  flag 
vessels  (p.  7213).  The  same  language  is  contained  in  S*  2112,  the  Senate 
companion  bill. 


12. 


3 


report  on  II.  R.  I4.65I*, 
pt.  629)  (pp.  7165, 
it  provisions  of  the  bill 

V 


PERSONNEL;  LEaVE.  Both  Houses'  received  the  confei 
to  amend  the  Annual  and  Sicjt  Leave  Act  of  1951  (H« 

72li4.-7).  The  following' a^e  some  of  the  more  import? 
as  reported  from  conferei 

Section  202  of  the/Annual  and  Sick  Leave  Act  is  ampnded  to  provide  that 
this  title  shall  not  apply  to  the  following  officers  in  the  executive  branch, 
including  officers  oz  corporations  wholly  owned  or  controlled  by  the  U.  S.: 
Persons  appointed  by  the  President  and  confirmed  by  the  Sehqte,  or  by  the 
President  alone,  ynose  rates  of  basic  compensation  exceed  the  maximum  rate 
provided  in  the  General  Schedule  of  the  Classification  Act  of  -19U9i  persons  .. 
receiving  compensation  in  accordance  with  section  I4II  of  the  Foreign  Service 
Act  of  191*6;  ,£nd  such  other  officers  (except  postmasters,  U,  S.  attorneys, 
and  U.  S.  marshals)  as  may  be  designated  by  the  President. 

The  accumulated  and  current  accrued  annual  leave  to  which  any  exempted 
officer  is  entitled  immediately  prior  to  the  enactment  hereof  shall  be  liqui¬ 
dated  bA a  lump-sum  payment.  An  exempted  officer  again  coming  under  the  Leave 


Act  sh^.11  be  credited  with  the  unused  annual  and  sick  leave  standing  to  his 
credit  at  the  time  he  was  exempted.  ...  * 

/Section  203  (c)  is  amended  to  provide  that  the  annual  leave  provided  for 
ijr  this  section,  which  is  not  used,  shall  accumulate  for  use  in  succeeding 
years  until  it  totals  30  days  at  the  beginning  of  the  first  complete  biweekly 
pay  period.  .  ,  * 

Section  208  (a)  is  amended  to  provide  that  the  accumulated  annual  leave 

to  the  credit  of  an  employee  immediately  following  the  end  of  the  last  com¬ 
plete  biweekly  pay  period  in  the  calendar  year  1952,  or  the  amount  in  excess 
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HIGHLIGHTS:^  House  debated  wheat-f or-p^cisthn  bill©  House  passed  legislative- judici¬ 
ary  appropriation  bill*  Both  Houses  received  conference  report  on  leave  bill*  Senate 
rejected  conference  report  on  economic  controls  bill  and  asked  for  new  conference# 
Sen#  Haybank  criticized  USDA’s  cottonseed  price  support  reduction. 


\ 


SENATE 


1.  ECONOTIG  CONTROLS.  Rejected,  by  14-2—2+7 .  the  conference  report  on  S.  1081,  econ¬ 
omic  controls  bill,  and  requested  a  new  conference  xvith  the  House,  instruct¬ 
ing  its  conferees  to  strike  out  title  2  of  the  biiA,  to  establish  a  Small 
Business  Administration,  and  to  substitute  instead  4he  Small  Defense  Plants 
Administration  provision,  as  originally  contained  in\the  Senate  bill.  Sens. 
Capehart,  Bricker,  Bennett,  Bush,  Maybank,  Fulbright  and  Robertson  (same 
conferees  as  previously)  were  appointed  as  conferees  (p^.  7150-60,  7171-74). 


2.  PERSONNEL .  Passed  H.R.  l±126>  to  continue  employee  war-risk  M 
tion  benefits  until  July  1,  1954.  with  an  amendment  substit«^ 
of  S,  l458  As  reported.  The  Judiciary  Committee  had  previous 
from  further  consideration  of  H.R.  4l26  (pp,  7176-77), 


azard 


mg 


and  deten- 
the  language 
been  discharged 


3»  SoBMEkGbD  LANDS,  Debated  S.  1901,  to  provide  for  U.S..  jurisdiction^  over  the 
submerged  lands  on  the  outer  Continental  Shelf  (pp.  7175,  7178-84). s 


/ 


4*  COTJTONSEkD;  PRICE  SUPPORTS.  Sen.  i  aybank  criticized  the  Secretary’s  order 
reducing  the  support  price  on  cottonseed  to  75/o  of  parity  and  claimed  that 


/ 


bhis  w as  a  forerunner  of  the  same  treatment  to  other  farm  products  (p.  73J5). 


7 


.  CATTLE  INDUSTRY.  Sen.  Johnson  stated  that  the  cattle  situation  in  Texas  and 
the  Southwest  was  "fast  becoming  desperate"  because  of  the  drop  in  cattle 

nrifips  Ann  -fVio  ttwa«4-  ^ • _  .  .  * 


prices  and  the  "most  devastatinj  drought  the ~area~has* ever  kniwn"T  an<Tin- 
ser^ed  an  Armarillo  Globe-Times  editorial  on  this  subject  (pp.  7184-85). 
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cer^s  the  Department  of  Defense.  Sec¬ 
tional  (c)  and  1  (d)  of  Reorganization 
Plan  rto.  6  would  give  further  powers 
to  the  CTaairman  of  the  Joint  Chiefs  of 
Staff.  M^ny  of  us  feel  that  this  is  a 
step  in  the  direction  toward  the  German 
or  Frussian-Wpe  of  General  Staff  and 
therefore  should  be  opposed. 

At  the  Government  Operations  Com¬ 
mittee  this  mormng,  we  approved  the 
resolution  of  Mr.  Hoffman,  the  distin¬ 
guished  chairman  of  our  committee, 
House  Resolution  264,  which  will  approve 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  6,  but  delete 
therefrom  subsections  1  oc)  and  1  (d). 
That  resolution  is  now  before  the  Rules 
Committee.  I  am  hopeful  that  the  Rules 
Committee  will  give  us  a  ruin  so  that 
this  important  matter  might  cfyne  be¬ 
fore  the  House. 

In  the  event,  however,  that  the  Hules 
Committee  sees  fit  not  to  give  Mr.  Hol¬ 
man  a  rule,  I  have  introduced  a  disai 
proving  resolution  to  Reorganizations 
Plan  No.  6,  and  also  specific  legislation, 
H.  R.  5845,  to  accomplish  the  purpose 
of  bringing  the  entire  plan  into  opera¬ 
tion  with  the  exception  of  the  two  para¬ 
graphs  which  we  consider  objectionable. 
The  Government  operations  committee 
today  approved  H.  R.  5845  and  it,  like 
House  Resolution  264,  is  now  pending  be¬ 
fore  the  Rules  Committee.  In  the  event 
that  the  Rules  Committee  does  not  take 
action  either  on  House  Resolution  264 
or  H.  R.  5845,  I  intend  to  ask  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Government  Operations  to 
consider  my  disapproving  resolution, 
House  Resolution  295.  Thereafter,  I  will 
bring  my  resolution,  House  Resolution 
.  295,  to  the  floor  of  the  House,  either  on 
a  motion  to  discharge  the  committee  or 
after  favorable  action  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  Operations  Committee  if  that  com¬ 
mittee  takes  such  action.  It  seems  to 
me  that  this  matter  is  of  such  impor¬ 
tance  that  the  full  House  should  have  the 
opportunity  to  consider  the  issue 
squarely. 

SPECIAL  ORDERS  GRANTED 

Mr.  POWELL  (at  the  request  of  Mr/ 
Holifield)  was  granted  permission  /o 
address  the  House  tomorrow  for  30 
utes,  following  the  legislative  program 
of  the  day  and  any  special  ordeiyhere- 
tofore  entered. 

Mr.  HOLIFIELD  asked  afhd  was 
granted  permission  to  address/the  House 
today  for  30  minutes,  following  the  legis¬ 
lative  business  of  the  day  sgrd  any  special 
orders  heretofore  entere 

Mi*.  MADDEN  asked  .and  was  granted 
permission  to  address/ the  House  today 
for  15  minutes,  following  the  legislative 
business  of  the  day  and  any  special 
orders  heretofore  entered. 

PICKETING  THE  WHITE  HOUSE 

(Mr.  STEED  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  tar  address  the  House  for  1  min¬ 
ute  and  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

MjX  STEED.  Mr.  Speaker,  now  that 
the  ftosenberg  case  is  out  of  the  way,  and 
now  that  all  of  us  can  consider  this  mat¬ 
ter  in  calm  and  considered  way,  and  since 


this  is  also  District  of  Columbia  Day,  I 
rise  to  urge  as  strongly  as  I  can  that  this 
Congress  take  action  to  prohibit  picket¬ 
ing  in  the  vicinity  of  the  White  House. 

Last  week  during  the  Rosenberg  dem¬ 
onstration  a  riot  was  narrowly  averted. 
Time  after  time,  foreign  agents  have 
brought  to  Washington  the  riffraff  of 
the  slums  to  demonstrate  with  the  White 
House  as  a  stage,  holding  this  national 
shrine  up  to  disgrace  and  ridicule  before 
the  world.  There  has  not  been  a  single 
case  in  the  last  20  years  that  I  can  re¬ 
member  when  anyone  else  in  America 
has  resorted  to  use  of  the  White  House 
picketing  device  to  serve  their  purposes. 

Why,  then,  must  this  Congress  remain, 
silent  and  permit  this  sort  of  thing  to 
continue? 

I  am  not  opposed  to  public  demonstra¬ 
tions.  But  I  am  opposed  to  using  the 
White  House  as  a  stage  for  these  despic¬ 
able  displays. 

Our  colleague,  the  gentleman  froi 
’exas,  Hon.  Brady  Gentry,  has  intrc 
jced  a  bill  (H.  R.  3979)  to  prohibit 
'  ute  House  picketing.  I  urge  every 
Member  of  the  House,  and  especially  the 
members  of  the  District  Committee,  to 
give  thte  legislation  immediate  and  fa¬ 
vorable  consideration. 

^  "  / 

SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  WHEELER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  ha\e  vacated  the  special 
order  granted  himSfor  today,  and  to  ad¬ 
dress  the  House  fqrVL  hour  on  Monday 
next,  following  tjfe  legislative  business 
and  any  special  orders  heretofore 
entered.  / 

Mr.  BAILEY1  asked  and  vfcas  given  per¬ 
mission  to  address  the  HousNfor  15  min¬ 
utes  on  Wednesday  next,  following  any 
other  special  orders  heretoforeVntered. 


(M/.  E 


BENNETT  of  Florida  askedNand 
was/  given  permission  to  address  Bhe 
TT~use  for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
itend  his  remarks.) 

[Mr.  BENNETT  of  Florida  addressed 
the  House.  His  remarks  appear  in  the 
Appendix  of  today’s  Record.] 


RESIDUAL  FUEL  OIL  IMPORTS 

(Mr.  BAILEY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
asked  this  privilege  of  1  minute  to  advise 
my  colleagues  of  the  House  that  on"  Fri¬ 
day  last  I  introduced  a  joint  resolution 
along  with  the  senior  Senator  from  West 
Virginia,  declaring  that  part  of  the  sup¬ 
plemental  Venezuelan  reciprocal  trade 
agreement  of  1952  that  has  to  do  with 
the  importation  of  residual  fuel  oil  null 
and  void  insofar  as  it  applies  to  the  rates 
being  charged  under  this  agreement. 

I  think  I  can  prove  to  the  Congress 
that  former  President  Truman  exceeded 
his  power  in  fixing  the  rate  at  5  lU  cents ; 
that  the  rate  should  be  IOV2  cents;  and 
I  would  like  to  remind  my  colleagues  on 
the  left  of  the  aisle  that  that  agreement 
if  amended  will  bring  to  the  Treasury  of 


the  United  States  $26,250  dail/  based 
upon  the  average  daily  importation  of 
residual  fuel  oil  for  the  montfi  of  May. 
So  I  can  see  no  reason  w hjf  this  reso¬ 
lution  should  not  be  accept 
On  Wednesday  of  thisjweek  I  shall  in 
a  special  order  put  soHle  of  the  detail 
in  the  Record  in  ordei/fhat  my  colleagues 
may  be  advised  of  tine  necessity  of  ap¬ 
proving  this  resoli 

■  ■  ■  1  mm 

WHEAT  FOR  PAKISTAN 

(Mr.  ROONEY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am 
taking  advantage  of  this  means  to  bring 
to  the  attention  of  the  House  an  im¬ 
portant  situation  with  regard  to  the  bill 
H.  R.  5659  which  would  provide  for  the 
transfer  of  price-support  wheat  to 
Pakistan.  The  companion  bill,  S.  2112, 
which  passed  the  Sehate  last  Tuesday 
contains  a  proviso  that  at  least  50  per¬ 
cent  of  the  cargoes  of  this  wheat  for 
Pakistan  must  be  carried  in  American 
flag  ships.  The  provision  reads  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

At  least  50  percent  of  the  gross  tonnage 
of  wheat  made  available  under  this  act  and 
transported  from  the  United  States  on  ocean 
vessels  shall  be  so  transported  on  United 
States  flag  vessels  to  the  extent  practicable 
and  to  the  extent  such  vessels  are  available 
at  market  rates  for  United  States  flag  ves¬ 
sels. 

The  bill  reported  out  by  the  House 
Committee  on  Agriculture  which  we 
shall  consider  later  today  does  not  con¬ 
tain  such  a  provision.  An  amendment 
will  be  offered  either  by  myself  or  the 
Chairman  or  some  other  Member  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine 
and  Fisheries  at  the  time  this  bill  is 
read  for  amendment  and  will  provide 
the  same  language  as  the  Senate  bill, 
to-wit,  that  at  least  50  percent  of  the 
cargoes  of  this  wheat  must  be  carried 
in  American  flag  vessels. 


CORRECTION  OF  RECORD 

MrKFISHER.  Mr.  Speaker,  at  page 
6759  ofsthe  Record  of  June  15,  1953, 1  am 
quoted  itear  the  middle  of  the  first  col¬ 
umn  on  tn^t  page  as  saying,  “Texas  Wool 
and  MohairSAssociation.”  The  language 
should  readrV'Texas  Sheep  and  Goat 
Raisers’  Association.”  I  ask  unanimous 
consent  that  th\permanent  Record  be 
corrected  accordir 
The  SPEAKER  p\o  tempore.  With¬ 
out  objection,  the  permanent  Record  will 
be  corrected  according! 

There  was  no  objection 
Mr.  LAIRD.  Mr.  Speaker,  on  page 
7140  of  the  Congressional  Regord,  in  the 
last  line  of  my  remarks,  the  sifm  of  $575 
million  appears.  This  should  re\d  “$475 
million.”  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
the  permanent  Record  be  corrected,  ac¬ 
cordingly. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Wisconsin? 

There  was  no  objection. 
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JAL  AND  SICK  LEAVE  ACT 
OP  1951 

Mr.  REES  of  Kansas  submitted  the 
following  conference  report  and  state¬ 
ment  on  theNaill  (H.  R.  4654)  to  provide 
for  the  exemption  from  the  Annual  and 
Sick  Leave  Act  6f  1951  of  certain  officers 
in  the  executive  aranch  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment,  and  for  othek  purposes: 

Conference  Report  cP-  Rept.  No.  629) 
The  committee  of  conference  on  the  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  twh  Houses  on  the 
amendment  of  the  Senate  ti^the  bill  (H.  R. 
4654)  to  provide  for  the  exemption  from  the 
Annual  and  Sick  Leave  Act  of  1851  of  certain 
officers  in  the  executive  branch  V  the  Gov¬ 
ernment,  and  for  other  purposes,  having  met, 
after  full  and  free  conference,  have  Agreed  to 
recommend  and  do  recommend  to  their  re¬ 
spective  Houses  as  follows:  \ 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagree¬ 
ment  to  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  and 
agree  to  the  same  with  an  amendment  as 
follows :  In  lieu  -of  the  matter  proposed  to  be\ 
inserted  by  the  Senate  amendment  insert  the 
following:  “That  section  202  of  the  Annual 
and  Sick  Leave  Act  of  1951  is  amended  by 
adding  a  subsection  (c)  as  follows: 

“  ‘(c)  (1)  This  title  shall  not  apply  to  the 
following  officers  in  the  executive  branch  of 
the  Government  and  officers  of  the  govern¬ 
ment  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  including 
officers  of  corporations  wholly  owned  or  con¬ 
trolled  by  the  United  States: 

‘“(A)  persons  appointed  by  the  President 
by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
Senate,  or  by  the  President  alone,  whose  rates 
of  basic  compensation  exceed  the  maximum 
rate  provided  in  the  General  Schedule  of  the 
Classification  Act  of  1949,  as  amended; 

‘“(B)  persons  who  receive  compensation  in 
accordance  with  section  411  of  the  Foreign 
Service  Act  of  1946;  and 

“‘(C)  such  other  officers  (except  post¬ 
masters,  United  States  attorneys,  and  United 
States  marshals)  as  may  be  designated  by 
the  President.’ 

No  officer  in  the  executive  branch  of  the 
Government  and  no  officer  of  the  government 
of  the  District  of  Columbia,  including  an 
officer  of  a  corporation  wholly  owned  or  con¬ 
trolled  by  the  United  States,  to  whom  this 
title  applies  shall  be  deemed  to  be  entitled 
to  the  compensation  attached  to  his  office 
solely  by  virtue  of  his  status  as  an  officer. 

“  ‘(2)  The  President,  in  his  discretion,  may 
authorize  leaves  of  absence  to  persons  who 
are  exempted  from  this  title  pursuant  to  sub¬ 
section  (c)  (1)  (B)  for  use  in  the  United/ 
States  and  its  Territories  and  possessions^ 
Leaves  of  absence  authorized  under  this  sub¬ 
section  shall  not  constitute  a  leave  system, 
and  no  such  leave  of  absence  which  is  not 
used  shall  be  made  the  basis  for  any ‘lump- 
sum  payment.’ 

“Sec.  2.  (a)  The  accumulated  and  cur¬ 
rent  accrued  annual  leave  to  which  any  offi¬ 
cer  exempted  from  the  Annual  and  Sick 
Leave  Act  of  1951  as  a  result  of  the  enact¬ 
ment  of  this  Act  is  entitled  immediately 
prior  to  the  date  this  Act  becomes  applicable 
to  him  shall  be  liquidated  by  a  lump-sum 
payment  in  accordance,  with  the  Act  of  De¬ 
cember  21,  1944  (5  U.  -5.  C.  61b-61e)  or  the 
Act  of  August  3,  1950  (5  U.  S.  C.  61f-61k), 
except  that  payment  under  either  such  Act 
(1)  shall  be  based  upon  the  rate  of  compen¬ 
sation  which  ha' was  receiving  immediately 
prior  to  the  date  on  which  this  Act  became 
applicable  tcfhim,  and  (2)  shall  be  made 
without  regard  to  the  limitations  imposed 
by  the  amendments  made  by  sections  4  and  5 
of  this  Afct  with  respect  to  the  amounts  of 
leave  cpmpensable  under  such  Acts. 

“(b/  In  the  event  any  such  exempted  offi¬ 
cer, ^without  any  break  in  the  continuity  of 
hisr  service,  again  becomes  subject  to  the 
Annual  and  Sick  Leave  Act  of  1951  upon  the 


completion  of  his  service  as  an  exempted 
officer,  the  unused  annual  and  sick  leave 
standing  to  his  credit  at  the  time  he  was 
exempted  from  the  Annual  and  Sick  Leave 
Act  of  1951  shall  be  deemed  to  have  remained 
to  his  credit. 

"Sec.  3.  (a)  Section  203  (c)  of  the  Annual 
and  Sick  Leave  Act  of  1951  Is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

“  ‘(c)  The  annual  leave  provided  for  in 
this  section,  which  is  not  used  by  an  officer 
or  employee,  shall  accumulate  for  use  in 
succeeding  years  until  it  totals  not  to  exceed 
thirty  days  at  the  beginning  of  the  first 
complete  biweekly  pay  period,  or  correspond¬ 
ing  period  in  the  case  of  an  officer  or  em¬ 
ployee  who  is  not  paid  on  the  basis  of  bi¬ 
weekly  pay  periods,  occurring  in  any  year.’ 

“(b)  So  much  of  section  203  (d)  of  the 
Annual  and  Sick  Leave  Act  of  1951  as  pre¬ 
cedes  paragraph  (1)  thereof  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

“‘(d)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
subsection  (c),  a  maximum  accumulation 
not  to  exceed  forty-five  days  at  the  beginning 
of  the  first  complete  biweekly  pay  period, 
or  corresponding  period  in  the  case  of  an 
jfficer  or  employee  who  is  not  paid  on  the 
of  biweekly  pay  periods,  in  any  year 


or  in  or  under  the  government  of  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  prior  to  the  expiration  of 
the  period  covered  by  such  leave  payment, 
he  shall  refund  to  the  employing  agency  an 
amount  equal  to  the  compensation  covering 
the  period  between  the  date  of  reemploy¬ 
ment  and  the  expiration  of  such  l^ave  period. 
The  leave  represented  by  any  suCh  refund — 
“  ‘(1)  in  the  case  of  an  officer’ or  employee 
reemployed  under  the  same/leave  system, 
shall  be  recredited  to  him  in  the  em¬ 
ploying  agency  in  an  ampunt  equal  to  the 
amount  represented  by  t/e  refund; 

“  ‘(2)  in  the  case  of  ah  officer  or  employee 
reemployed  under  a  different  leave  system, 
shall  be  recredited  him  in  the  employing 
agency  on  an  adjusted  basis  in  accordance 
with  regulations  to  be  prescribed  by  the  Civil 
Service  Commission;  and 

“  ‘(3)  in  the  case  of  an  officer  or  employee 
reemployed  ih  an  office  or  position  exempted 
from  the  Annual  and  Sick  Leave  Act  of  1951 
under  section  202  (c)  (1)  of  such  Act,  shall 
be  deenied,  upon  separation  from  service, 
death/or  transfer  to  another  office  or  posi- 
tion  .in  the  Government  service,  to  have  re¬ 
maned  to  the  credit  of  such  officer  or  em¬ 
ployee. 


is  Authorized  to  the  following  categories  of  /Any  amounts  so  refunded  shall  be  deposited 
of  the  Federal  Government,  other/  in  the  Treasury  to  the  credit  of  the  employ- 
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than  ‘officers  and  employees  in  the  Foreign 
" — '  ~  -,of  the  United  States  under  the  De¬ 
partment,  of  State,  stationed  outside  /the 
several  Stages  and  the  District  of  Columbia:’. 

“(c)  Section  208  (a)  of  the  Annual  and 
Sick  Leave  Act  of  1951  is  amended'’  to  read 
as  follows:  \  / 

“‘Sec.  208.  ( a\ In  any  case  , in  which — 

*“  ( 1 )  the  amount  of  accumulated  annual 
leave  to  the  credit \f  an  officer  or  employee 
immediately  following  the, fend  of  the  last 
complete  biweekly  payyjeriod  in  the  calendar 
year  1952,  or  corresponding  period  in  the 
case  of  an  officer  or  employee  who  is  not  paid 
on  the  basis  of  biweekly  p\y  periods,  under 
the  provisions  of  law/then  applicable  to  such 
officer  or  employee  IS  in  excess'®!  the  amount 
allowable  under  the  applicable  ^provisions  of 
section  203,  or 

“  ‘(2)  the  amount  of  accumulated  annual 
leave  to  the/credit  of  an  officer  or  employee 
who  is  subject  to  the  provisions  of  section 
203  (d)  arid  who  becomes  subject  to 
visions  of  section  203  (c)  is  in  excess  c 
amount  allowable  under  section  203 
such  ’excess  shall  remain  to  the  credit  o: 
such  officer  or  employee  until  used,  but  the 
usfe  during  any  leave  year  of  an  amount  in 
excess  of  the  aggregate  amount  which  shall 
/have  accrued  during  such  year  shall  auto¬ 
matically  reduce  the  maximum  allowable 
accumulation  at  the  beginning  of  the  first 
complete  biweekly  pay  period,  or  correspond¬ 
ing  period  in  the  case  of  an  officer  or  em¬ 
ployee  who  is  not  paid  on  the  basis  of  bi¬ 
weekly  pay  periods,  in  the  following  leave 
year,  until  the  accumulation  of  such  officer 
or  employee  no  longer  exceeds  the  amount 
prescribed  in  the  applicable  provisions  of 
section  203.’ 

“Sec.  4.  (a)  The  second  and  third  sentences 
of  the  first  section  of  the  Act  of  December  21, 
1944,  are  amended  to  read  as  follows:  ‘Such 
lump-sum  payment  shall  equal  the  compen¬ 
sation  that  such  officer  or  employee  would 
have  received  had  he  remained  in  the  service 
until  the  expiration  of  the  period  of  such 
annual  or  vacation  leave,  except  that  after 
August  31,  1953,  no  such  lump-sum  payment 
shall  exceed  compensation  for  any  period  of 
such  leave  in  excess  of  thirty  days  or  the 
number  of  days  carried  over  to  his  credit  at 
the  beginning  of  the  leave  year  in  which  en¬ 
titlement  to  payment  occurs,  whichever  is 
the  greater.  If  such  officer  or  employee  is 
reemployed  (other  than  in  a  position  ex¬ 
empted  from  the  Annual  and  Sick  Leave  Act 
of  1951  under  section  202  (b)  (1)  (B),  (C), 
or  (H)  of  such  Act)  In  the  Federal  service 


ing  agency.  The  lump-sum  payment  herein 
authorized  shall  not  be  regarded,  except  for 
purposes  of  taxation,  as  salary  or  compensa¬ 
tion  and  shall  not  be  subject  to  retirement 
deductions.’ 

“(b)  Section  205  of  the  Annual  and  Sick 
Leave  Act  of  1951  is  amended  by  adding  at 
the  end  thereof  a  new  subsection  to  read  as 
follows : 

“  ‘(e)  In  the  case  of  transfer  of  an  officer 
or  employee  between  positions  under  differ¬ 
ent  leave  systems  (other  than  transfers  in¬ 
volving  positions  exempted  under  section  202 
(b)  (1)  (B),  (C),  or  (H)),  without  a  break 
in  service,  the  annual  and  sick  leave  to  the 
credit  of  such  officer  or  employee  shall  be 
transferred  to  his  credit  in  the  employing 
agency  on  an  adjusted  basis  in  accordance 
with  regulations  to  be  prescribed  by  the  Civil 
Service  Commission.’ 

“Sec.  5.  Clause  (6)  of  section  2  of  the  Act 
of  August  3,  1950,  is  amended  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows:  ‘(6)  payment  for  all  accumulated  ahd 
current  accrued  annual  or  vacation  leave 
equal  to  the  compensation  the  decedent 
would  have  received  had  he  remained  in 
service  until  the  expiration  of  the  period  of 
uch  annual  or  vacation  leave,  except  that 
August  31, 1953,  no  such  lump-sum  pay- 
t  shall  exceed  compensation  for  any 
of  such  leave  in  excess  of  thirty  days 
number  of  days  carried  over  to  his 
credit  fet  the  beginning  of  the  leave  year  in 
which  entitlement  to  payment  occurs, 
whicheverMs  the  greater;’. 

“Sec.  6.  The  heads  of  the  departments  and 
agencies  are  authorized  and  directed  to  take 
such  action  ak  may  be  necessary  to  *  bring 
about  reductionkin  the  accumulated  annual 
leave  to  the  credit  of  officers  and  employees 
which  is  in  excess  af  the  amounts  allowable 
under  the  applicable  provisions  of  section 
203  of  the  Annual  a\d  Sick  Leave  Act  of 
1951,  as  amended  by  Nthis  Act,  within  a 
reasonable  period  of  yeaia,  consistent  with 
the  exigencies  of  the  public  business,  and 
to  make  such  reports  witlk  respect  to  the 
action  taken  as  may  be  requested  by  the 
Civil  Service  Commission.  Thfe  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission  shall  include  in\its  annual 
report  to  the  Congress  a  statemklt  of  the 
progress  made  in  carrying  out  the  purposes 
of  this  section. 

“Sec.  7.  (a)  Section  401  of  the  Independent 
Offices  Appropriation  Act,  1953  (Public \aw 
455,  Eighty-second  Congress) ,  is  repeals 
effective  as  of  June  29,  1953. 

“(b)  Sections  3  and  4  of  the  Act  of  Decem¬ 
ber  21,  1944,  are  hereby  repealed. 
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an\appropriate  means  to  regulate  and  con- 
troriuch  a  system  when  it  is  in  existence. 
Therevshall  be  included  in  the  report  a  brief 
description  of  the  other  principal  plans  con¬ 
sidered  iV  the  Commission  and  a  summary 
of  the  Colnmission’s  reasons  for  discarding 
such  plans  as  not  the  best  suited.” 

On  page  5hat  the  end  of  line  5  add  the 
following  newhjentence : 

‘‘Said  report  shall  be  completed  within  1 
year  after  the  Commission  has  been  imple¬ 
mented  with  the  appropriations  herein  au¬ 
thorized:  Provided,  \That  the  President,  by 
Executive  order,  may\xtend  this  period  for 
60  days.” 

On  page  5,  line  23,  strike  out  the  words 
‘‘Vice  Chairman”  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof 
the  words  ‘‘Acting  Chairma* 

The  committee  amenchpents  were 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  of¬ 
fer  a  substitute  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Pried 
page  2,  strike  out  section  2  (a)  and  i: 
in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

"Sec.  2.  (a)  The  membership  of  the  Co: 
mission  shall  be  as  follows: 

“1.  Pour  appointed  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States  from  the  executive  branch  of 
the  Government  or  from  private  life;  2  of 
the  majority  party  and  2  of  the  minority 
party. 

“2.  One  appointed  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States  upon  the  recommendation  of 
the  Governor  of  the  State  of  Virginia; 

‘‘3.  One  appointed  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States  upon  the  recommendation  of 
the  Governor  of  the  State  of  Maryland; 

“4.  Two  appointed  by  the  President  pro 
tempore  of  the  Senate;  1  of  the  majority 
party  and  1  of  the  minority  party. 

“5.  Two  appointed  by  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Representatives;  1  of  the  majority 
party  and  1  of  the  minority  party. 

"6.  One  appointed  by  the  Commissioners 
of  the  District  of  Columbia.” 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
gentleman  will  yield,  we  have  no  objec¬ 
tion  to  this  amendment.  The  amend¬ 
ment  has  been  discussed  here,  and  the 
distinguished  member  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  is  -to  be  complimented  for  making 
the  suggestion. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  or 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentl, 
man  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Friedel]. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HESELTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  wprd. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  in  entire  sympa¬ 
thy  with  the  objectives  of /'the  amend¬ 
ment.  I  prepared  an  amendment  to  the 
proposed  section  2  whict/would  have  af¬ 
fected  the  last  portion/of  the  provisions 
with  reference  to  the^ppointments  to  be 
made  by  the  President.  I  am  not  en¬ 
tirely  certain  as /to  where  it  would  go 
now  in  the  bile  if  the  amendment  is 
adopted.  I  wgfuld  like  to  ask  the  chair¬ 
man  of  the  subcommittee  if  he  does  not 
feel  the  pn/Vision  as  to  the  appointments 
by  the  President  being  limited  to  those 
on  the  recommendation  of  the  Governor 
of  Vi^inia  and  the  Governor  of  the  State 
of  Maryland  is  not  a  rather  unusual  pro¬ 
ton,  and  one  which  limits  the  authority 
the  President  to  a  degree  which  pos¬ 
sibly  was  not  intended.  It  would  seem 
to  me  if  the  language  could  direct 
that  the  appointments  by  the  President 
be  made  after  consideration  of  the  rec¬ 
ommendations  of  the  two  Governors, 


that  would  be  more  nearly  in  accord 
with  one  of  the  purposes  of  this  section 
of  the  bill,  which  is  to  set  up  representa¬ 
tion  from  the  executive  department.  I 
am  not  prepared  to  submit  an  amend¬ 
ment  at  this  time,  but  would  like  to  have 
this  in  the  Record.  I  wonder  if  the 
chairman  would  not  agree  with  me  that 
it  is  a  proper  subject  of  consideration  in 
conference. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  think 
the  gentleman’s  point  is  well  taken.  I 
feel  the  committee  was  working  on  the 
overall  proposition  that  the  President, 
along  with  the  Governors,  would  like  to 
come  to  an  amicable  solution  of  the  prob¬ 
lems  and  also  come  to  a  working  agree¬ 
ment  which  would  in  no  way  cause  any 
friction  whatsoever  between  the  District 
of  Columbia  and  the  States  involved. 
However,  I  feel  the  gentleman’s  sugges¬ 
tion  as  to  the  wording,  after  consultation 
with  my  colleagues  here,  is  a  very  good 
one,  and  there  would  be  no  objection  on 
the  part  of  the  subcommittee.  / 

\  Mr.  HESELTON.  There  is  another' 
'■question  I  would  like  to  ask  the  gentle- 
riyan.  I  do  not  know  how  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
would  be  affected  by  this.  In  limiting 
the  President’s  appointments  to  2,  the 
provisions  beginning  with  lin'e  20  con¬ 
fine  the\ippointments  to  4r  appointees 
having  experience  in  4  .defined  fields. 
The  amendment  offered/by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Virginia  provides  for  1  ap¬ 
pointment  by  %fc|ie  President,  after  rec¬ 
ommendation  by  the  Governor  of  the 
State  of  Virginiajtnd  another  after  rec¬ 
ommendation  of  the  Governor  of  the 
State  of  Maryland ; Njut,  obviously,  you 
cannot  hav$/4  appointees  out  of  those 
2,  and  I  should  imagirAsome  attention 
should  bq-'paid  in  the  conference  to  cor¬ 
rect  th&t. 

Miy GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HESELTON.  I  yield  to  tfiy  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Do  I  understandythat 
the  expenses  of  these  Commissioner^,  if 
they  are  not  State  employees  or  Sthje 
officials  of  some  kind — do  I  understands 
that  the  Federal  Government  is  going’! 
to  pay  the  expenses  of  this  Commission 
instead  of  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
the  States  immediately  affected? 

Mr.  HESELTON.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Or  the  adjacent  States? 

Mr.  HESELTON.  I  suggest  that  the 
gentleman  address  his  question  to  the 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  There  is  an  amend¬ 
ment,  which  will  be  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Broyhill],  and' 
if  the  gentleman  will  withhold  his  ques¬ 
tion  until  then,  the  committee  will  ap¬ 
preciate  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  next  committee  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee  amendment:  Section  3s  page  3, 
line  22,  strike  out  “Commission  shall  elect” 
and  insert  “President  shall  designate.” 

The  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee  amendment:  Page  4,  line  2, 
strike  out  "Seven”  and  insert  “Five.” 


The  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to.  / 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows:  / 

Committee  amendment:  Page  4,  jiiie  21, 
Insert  “Provided,  That  the  Commission  may 
employ  by  contract  or  otherwise  the  services 
of  experts  and  consultants  for  n6t  in  excess 
of  1  year  without  regard  to  section  3709  of 
the  Revised  Statutes,  as  ainended,  the  civil 
service  and  classification  laws,  or  section  15 
of  the  act  of  August  2,-1946  (5  U.  S.  C. 
55a).” 

The  committee/  amendment  was 

agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Broyhill:  On 
page  4,  line  ,f2,  after  the  word  "receive”, 
strike  “$50”/itnd  insert  “$25.” 

The  apiendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Sec/  8.  Committee  amendment:  Page  5, 
line/9,  strike  out  “ten”  and  insert  “sixty.” 

/The  committee  amendment  was 

Agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee  amendment:  Page  5,  line  11, 
following  “(b) :”  insert  the  following:  “Pro¬ 
vided,  That,  if  the  President  finds  there  is 
a  reasonable  need  to  extend  the  existence 
of  the  Commission,  he  may,  by  Executive 
order,  continue  it  in  full  operation  for  an 
additional  60  days.” 


The  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee  amendment: 

Sec.  9.  (a)  :  On  page  5,  line  20,  after  “Fair¬ 
fax”,  insert  “and  the  cities  of  Alexandria  and 
Falls  Church.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Committee  amendment:  Page  6,  line  9, 
after  “Fairfax”,  insert  “and  the  cities  of 
Alexandria  and  Falls  Church.” 

The  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee  amendment:  Page  6,  line  12, 
insert  the  following  paragraph: 

“(1)  In  making  its  study  the  Commission 
shall  request  the  cooperation  of  the  National 
Capital  Planning  Commission  and  the  Na¬ 
tional  Capital  Regional  Planning  Council  in 
^analyzing  the  problems  of  community  de¬ 
velopment  throughout  the  Washington  met¬ 
ropolitan  area  that  now  have,  or  may  in  the 
future  have,  a  bearing  upon  transportation; 
the  Commission’s  proposals  for  a  transporta¬ 
tion  system  shall  be  coordinated  with  the 
major  \poroughfare  and  mass  transporta¬ 
tion  plafts  provided  for  in  the  act  of  July 
19,  1952  (5$  Stat.  781),  and  with  such  ele¬ 
ments  of  the  general  plan  for  the  region, 
also  providech,  for  in  that  act.  The  Com¬ 
mission  shall  Vxe  into  consideration,  but 
not  be  limited  to  alternative  plans  for  the 
coordination  or  unification  of  all  facilities 
into  an  integrated  'system;  technical  aspects 
of  design  and  construction  of  all  types  of 
mass  transportation  facilities;  methods  of 
financing;  means  of  equalizing,  standardiz¬ 
ing,  and  regulating  rat<h;  the  integration 
and  continuity  of  trips;  and  the  most  feasi¬ 
ble  means  for  continuously-. regulating  and 
controlling  the  proposed  system  when  it  is 
made  effective.  The  Commission  shall  in¬ 
vestigate  practices  elsewhere.  \ 

“(2)  The  Commission  shall  subnet  recom¬ 
mendations  in  the  form  of  a  report  con¬ 
taining  a  complete  plan  for  a  coordinated 
or  unified  system  of  mass  transportation 
which  will  be  adequate  to  serve  best  the 
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entire  Washington  metropolitan  area  at 
present  and  in  the  future,  and  a  plan  for 
the  creation  of  an  appropriate  means  to 
regulate  and  control  such  a  system  when  it 
is  in  existence.  There  shall  be  included  in 
the  report  a  brief  description  of  the  other 
principal  plans  considered  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  a  summary  of  the  Commission’s 
reasons  for  discarding  such  plans  as  not  the 
best  suited.” 

The  committee  amendment  was 
agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee  amendment:  Page  7,  line  23, 
r'ter  the-.word  “Congress.”,  insert  "Said  re¬ 
port  shall'be  completed  within  1  year  after 
the  Commission  has  been  implemented  with 
the  appropriations  herein  authorized:  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  theyPresident,  by  Executive  or¬ 
der,  may  extend\this  period  for  60  days.” 

The  committee  amendment  was  agreed 
to.  \ 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Committee  amendment^  Section  10  (a), 
page  8,  line  21,  strike  out  Nfice  Chairman” 
and  insert  “Acting  ChairmaruC 

The  committee  amendmentVas  agreed 
to.  \ 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
offer  an  amendment.  \ 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows:  \ 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  McCormac^: 
On  page  8,  line  9,  strike  out  all  after  the 
period  following  the  word  “advisable.”  down 
to  the  period  in  line  11. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Mr.  Chairman,  the 
committee  has  no  objection  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  distinguished 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts. 

The  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Mc¬ 
Cormack  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  KEARNS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  that  the  Committee  do  now  rise. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
tht  Speaker  pro  tempore,  Mr.  Halleck, 
having  resumed  the  chair,  Mr.  August  H. 
Andresen,  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of^fem; 
Union,  reported  that  that  Comnmtee, 
having  had  under  consideratioja^the  bill 
(H.  R.  2236)  for  the  establishment  of 
a  Commission  on  Area/Problems  of 
Greater  Washington  Metropolitan  Area, 
had  directed  him  ta/feport  the  bill  back 
to  the  House  wUhrsundry  amendments, 
with  the  r§»<5mmendation  that  the 
amendments'  be  agreed  to  and  that  the 
bill  as  amended  do  pass. 

Mr,  'KEARNS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
the  previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  a 
separate  vote  demanded  on  any  amend¬ 
ment?  If  not,  the  Chair  will  put  them 
en  gross. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  the  engrossment  and  third 
reading  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  and  was  read 
the  third  time. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
question  is  on  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

The  bill  was  passed,  and  a  motion  to 
reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 


WHEAT  FOR  PAKISTAN 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  up 
House  Resolution  293,  and  ask  for  its 
immediate  consideration. 

The  Clerk  read  the  resolution,  as 
follows: 

Resolved,  That  upon  the  adoption  of  this 
resolution  it  shall  be  in  order  to  move  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  into  the  Commit¬ 
tee  of  .the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill 
(H.  R.  5659)  to  provide  for  the  transfer  of 
price-support  wheat  to  Pakistan,  and  all 
points  of  order  against  said  bill  or  any  pro¬ 
vision  contained  in  said  bill  are  hereby 
waived.  After  general  debate,  which  shall 
be  confined  to  the  bill  and  continue  not  to 
exceed  1  hour,  to  be  equally  divided  and 
controlled  by  the  chairman  and  ranking 
minority  member  of  the  Committee  on  Agri¬ 
culture,  the  bill  shall  be  read  for  amend¬ 
ment  under  the  5-minute  rule.  At  the  con¬ 
clusion  of  the  consideration  of  the  bill  for 
amendment,  the  Committee  shall  rise  and 
report  the  bill  to  the  House  with  such 
amendments  as  may  have  been  adopted  and 
the  previous  question  shall  be  considered  as 
ordered  on  the  bill  and  amendments  thereto 
to  final  passage  without  intervening  motion 
except  one  motion  to  recommit. 


CALL  OF  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  DORN  of  South  Carolina.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  make  the  point  of  order  that 
a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Obvi¬ 
ously  a  quorum  is  not  present. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  a 
call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called  the  roll,  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Members  failed  to  answer  to  their 
names: 


[Roll  No.  61] 


Abbitt 

Green 

Oakman 

Adair 

Gwinn 

O'Hara,  Minn. 

Addonizio 

Hale 

OKonski 

Battle 

Harrison,  Nebr. 

O'Neil 

Becker 

Hart 

Osmers 

Blatnik 

Heller 

Ostertag 

Bolling 

Herlong 

Patterson 

Bow 

Hess 

Philbin 

Busbey 

Hinshaw 

Phillips 

Bush 

Hoffman,  Ill. 

Powell 

Carrlgg 

Jackson 

Price 

Case 

Javits 

Ray 

Celler 

Jonas,  Ill. 

Regan 

Chatham 

Kean 

Riehlman 

Chelf 

Kearney 

Rivers 

Chlperfield 

Keating 

Rodino 

Chudoff 

Kelly,  N.  Y. 

Roosevelt 

Cotton 

Kersten,  Wis. 

St.  George 

Cretella 

Kllday 

Schenck 

Curtis,  Mo. 

King,  Pa. 

Secrest 

Dawson,  Ill. 

Klein 

Seely-Brown 

Dempsey 

Lesinski 

Small 

Dies 

Lucas 

Stringfellow 

Dingell 

Lyle 

Sutton 

Dodd 

Mack,  Ill.  , 

Taylor 

Dollinger 

Meader 

Teague 

Dolliver 

Miller,  Calif. 

Thompson,  La. 

Donovan 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Thompson,  Tex. 

Durham 

Moliohan 

Tuck 

Fine 

Morano 

Wain  wright 

Fino 

Morgan 

Wickersham 

Fogarty 

Morrison 

Widnall 

Forrester 

Moulder 

Wigglesworth 

Frelinghuysen 

Mumma 

Yates 

Gamble 

Nelson 

Zablocki 

Granahan 

Norrell 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  On  this 
rollcall  323  Members  have  answered  to 
their  names,  a  quorum. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  under  the  call  were  dispensed 
with. 


WHEAT  FOR  PAKISTAN 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Scott]  is  recognized. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  30 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Vir¬ 
ginia  [Mr.  Smith]. 

I  now  yield  myself  2  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  urge  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  House  Resolution  293,  mak¬ 
ing  in  order  the  consideration  of  “the 
bill  (H.  R.  5659)  to  provide  for  the 
transfer  of  price-support  wheat  to  Pak¬ 
istan. 

House  Resolution  293  provides  for  an 
open  rule,  waiving  points  of  order 
against  the  bill  and  allows  for  1  hour  of 
general  debate  on  the  bill  iteslf. 

H.  R.  5659  was  reported  unanimously 
from  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and 
is  the  result  of  a  request  from  the  Pres¬ 
ident  for  this  legislation  on  June  10, 
1953.  The  Secretary  of  State  and  the 
Director  of  Mutual  Security  both  urge 
the  granting  of  wheat  to  Pakistan  as 
well  as  Doctor  Harry  Reed  of  Purdue 
University  who  headed  a  mission  to 
Pakistan  in  order  to  investigate  the  food 
situation  there. 

The  bill  proposes  to  authorize  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  to  make 
available  for  Pakistan  not  more  than  1 
million  tons  of  wheat  during  the  period 
ending  June  30,  1954.  This  bill  specifies 
that  full  publicity  should  be  given  in 
Pakistan  to  the  fact  that  it  is  coming 
from  the  United  States  and  we  are  also 
given  the  right  of  observing  the  distribu¬ 
tion  procedure.  The  bill  also  makes 
mandatory  the  giving  of  wheat  without 
discrimination  to  those  people  who  can¬ 
not  afford  to  buy  it  and  specifies  that 
moneys  derived  from  the  sale  of  wheat 
will  be  spent  on  projects  agreed  to  by 
both  the  United  States  and  Pakistan 
aimed  at  increasing  food  production. 

I  hope  that  the  House  will  adopt  House 
Resolution  293  making  in  order  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  H.  R.  5659. 

I  reserve  the  balance  of  my  time,  Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia,  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  myself  10  minutes. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  gives  1  million 
tons  of  your  taxpayers’  wheat  to  Pakis¬ 
tan.  The  program  will  cost  $100  million. 

I  think  this  House  of  Representatives, 
whether  you  are  for  or  against  the  bill, 
ought  to  have  enough  respect  for  $100 
million  of  the  taxpayers’  money  to  give 
this  bill  a  little  consideration.  I  think 
the  bill  is  too  vague  and  indefinite  as  to 
what  is  going  to  happen  to  justify  us  in 
appropriating  this  sum  without  consid¬ 
erable  amendment. 

I  try  to  be  as  charitable  with  the  tax¬ 
payers’  money  as  anybody  else.  I  like 
to  be  charitable  with  the  taxpayers’ 
money  but  I  just  do  not  know  exactly 
how  far  we  ought  to  go  with  that  char¬ 
ity.  We  have  gone  a  long  ways.  We 
gave  these  folks  our  coat  last  week,  and 
I  do  not  know  whether  we  ought  to  peel 
off  our  shirt  or  not.  I  want  to  think 
about  this  thing,  a  good  deal. 
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Many  of  the  Members  who  were  here 
last  year  will  recall  that  we  gave  some 
wheat  to  India.  I  think  that  bill  came 
out  of  the  Foreign  Affairs  Committee. 
I  do  not  know  why  we  should  not  take  it 
all  out  of  the  same  pocket  or  why  we 
should  scatter  it  with  one  hand  to  India 
and  with  the  other  to  Pakistan;  but  the 
fact  is  that  this  bill,  strange  though  it 
may  seem,  this  bill  comes  out  of  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture.  When  we 
gave  wheat  to  India  last  year  there  were 
a  lot  of  us  who  did  not  think  too  much 
of  it. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VORYS.  The  gentleman  says 
the  bill  that  came  out  of  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Foreign  Affairs  last  year  gave 
the  wheat  to  India;  it  was  a  loan. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  The  gentle¬ 
man  is  right.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
difference  is  when  we  are  dealing  with 
these  bills  spreading  this  stuff  around. 
There  may  be  some  theoretical  differ¬ 
ence  and  it  does  sound  a  little  better — 
I  like  the  word  “loan”  a  lot  better  than 
the  word  “gift,”  but  do  not  think  you 
are  going  to  get  any  money  back  in 
either  case. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Did  they  pay  it 
back? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  have  not 
been  advised  that  they  have.  But  let  me 
get  back  to  the  subject.  I  want  to  draw 
a  contrast  on  the  question  of  our  for¬ 
eign  policy,  because  I  am  considerably 
dismayed  and  confused  about  it.  Now, 
last  year  we  gave  about  the  same  quan¬ 
tity  of  wheat  to  India.  Well,  I  have 
heard  tell  that  we  have  got  to  give 
wheat  to  Pakistan  because  Pakistan  did 
not  like  our  giving  wheat  to  India  be¬ 
cause  they  did  not  like  India. 

Last  year  when  we  gave  wheat  to  In¬ 
dia  there  was  a  lot  of  opposition  and  a 
lot  of  discussion  on  the  religious  aspect. 
Over  there  it  seems  they  have  sacred 
monkeys  and  sacred  cows  in  India,  and 
it  is  just  against  their  religion  to  keep 
the  sacred  cows  and  the  sacred  monkeys 
out  of  the  feed  bin;  and,  therefore,  you 
have  to  feed  the  sacred  monkeys  and 
the  sacred  cows  before  you  can  feel 
the  people.  So  some  of  us  did  not  like 
that  and  we  protested. 

Some  of  you  may  recall  that  about 
that  time  Russia  sold  India  some  wheat 
and  got  the  money  for  it,  and  there  was 
a  great  furor  in  all  the  international 
papers  about  what  a  fine  thing  Russia 
had  done  in  selling  some  wheat  to  In¬ 
dia.  Then  we  got  around  and  gave  them 
five  times  as  much  and  they  said  noth¬ 
ing  about  it  in  any  of  the  papers.  I 
want  to  know  and  you  ought  to  want 
to  know  that  if  we  are  going  to  give  this 
stuff  to  these  foreign  nations  for  propa¬ 
ganda  purposes — that  is  what  they  are 
doing  it  for — for  as  long  as  any  of  us 
have  lived  India  has  been  on  a  starvation 
basis.  Do  you  not  think  we  ought  to 
know  and  know  with  definite  assurance 
that  when  we  make  this  gift  to  these 
people  that  we  are  making  it  not  to  the 


rulers  of  Pakistan  but  that  we  are  mak¬ 
ing  it  to  the  poor  people  of  Pakistan, 
the  ones  who  are  starving  to  death? 
And  they  ought  to  know  where  this 
charity  comes  from,  but  they  do  not 
know,  and  that  is  the  best  information 
I  can  get.  Nor  do  we  know  what  they 
use  the  money  for  that  they  got  from 
the  wheat  they  sold  to  the  people  of 
India.  That  money  went  into  that 
treasury  and  it  probably  was  used  for 
political  purposes. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  presume  that  we 
have  this  wheat  in  surplus;  otherwise 
we  would  not  be  proposing  to  give  it 
away.  But  I  would  like  to  get  the  reac¬ 
tion  of  the  distinguished  gentleman  from 
Virginia  on  the  proposition:  Having 
wheat  to  give  away  should  we  not  divert 
some  of  it  to  some  of  the  devastated  coal 
areas  of  the  country  where  thousands 
upon  thousands  of  the  people  are  on  re¬ 
lief  and  are  hungry? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  get  the 
gentleman’s  point,  and  I  have  sympathy 
with  him  and  his  coal  miners*  but  if  he 
had  done  what  I  suggested  to  him  some 
time  ago  and  rejoined  the  State  of  Vir¬ 
ginia,  we  would  be  able  to  help  him  at 
this  time. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  We  did  not  find  any¬ 
body  who  wanted  to  help  us  pay  back  the 
West  Virginia  debt. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Let  us  get 
back  to  this  wheat.  In  the  wheat-to- 
India  proposition  we  loaned  the  wheat  or 
sold  it  to  them,  but  we  never  got  any 
money,  and  I  do  not  think  we  got  any 
thanks.  But  when  we  did  that  for  In¬ 
dia,  we  put  it  down  on  the  seaboard  and 
India  paid  the  freight. 

I  am  trying  to  get  straight  what  is 
the  present  foreign  policy?  Under  this 
bill  we  are  not  only  giving  it  to  Pakistan 
and  putting  it  on  board  ships,  but  under 
the  new  policy  we  are  going  to  take  it 
over  there  and  pay  the  freight  and  put 
it  on  their  doorstep.  Is  that  a  change  in 
our  foreign  policy?  Are  we  going  to  do 
that  for  all  of  these  folks? 

Last  week  we  gave  Pakistan  and  India 
$91  million  and  this  week  we  are  pro¬ 
posing  to  give  Pakistan  $100  million..  It 
strikes  me  that  this  is  a  little  bit  stiff  for 
one  little  country  when  we  are  trying  to 
spread  this  charity  all  over  the  face  of 
the  globe  and  in  all  areas  of  the  world. 
Let  us  get  down  to  a  definite  something. 
Before  we  pass  this  bill  my  suggestion  to 
you  is  that  we  know  whether  we  are 
giving  one  country  more  than  we  ought 
to  give  it  and  whether,  when  we  give  it  to 
them,  we  ought  to  take  it  and  deposit  it 
on  their  doorstep.  That  is  contrary  to 
the  policy  pursued  in  the  last  admin¬ 
istration.  There  are  a  lot  of  things  I 
think  we  ought  to  know  very  definitely. 
How  are  they  going  to  spread  the  $91 
million  we  gave  them  last  week?  I  wish, 
under  our  new  foreign  policy,  and  I  say 
this  in  all  seriousness,  that  you  would 
figure  it  out  so  that  we  can  put  this 
thing  through  one  funnel  instead  of  hav¬ 
ing  the  Agriculture  Department  giving 
away  $100  million  this  week  and  the  For¬ 
eign  Affairs  Committee  giving  away  $90 
million  to  some  of  the  same  people  last 


week.  That  is  a  serious  statement.  I 
do  not  mean  it  facetiously. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  The 
gentleman  expresses  some  doubt.  Might 
I  suggest  that  we  conservative  Republi¬ 
cans  are  showing  you  liberal  Democrats 
how  it  really  should  be  done.  Perhaps 
we  will  take  it  over  there,  maybe  we  will 
bake  it  for  them  if  they  want  it  baked, 
put  butter  on  it,  and  make  sandwiches 
out  of  it,  too. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Is  the  gen¬ 
tleman  as  a  Republican  maintaining  that 
his  party  is  more  efficient  in  giving  away 
money  than  we  Democrats? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Not  any 
more  efficient.  We  are  just  wasting 
more  than  you  did. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Let  us  get 
back  to  this  bill  for  a  moment.  It  does 
not  say  anything  about  paying  the 
freight.  But  some  agency  is  going  to 
pull  some  money  out  of  a  hat  and  pay 
the  freight  in  spite  of  the  language  of 
the  bill.  It  specifically  says  that  the 
wheat  shall  be  delivered  on  board  vessels 
at  American  ports,  it  does  not  say  any¬ 
thing  about  paying  the  freight,  yet  when 
the  committee  comes  before  the  Rules 
Committee  for  a  rule  on  the  bill  they  say 
that  we  are  going  to  pay  the  freight. 
I  do  not  know  what  they  are  going  to  pay 
it  out  of.  Are  we  going  to  pay  it  out  of 
the  $90  million  we  gave  them  last  week 
or  out  of  some  other  pocket? 

As  the  representatives  of  the  tax¬ 
payers  of  this  country,  and  we  have  made 
them  suffer  in  late  years,  before  we  pass 
these  bills  we  ought  to  know  exactly  what 
we  are  going  to  do,  what  these  things 
are  going  to  cost,  and  what  pocket  it  is 
going  to  come  out  of. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  15 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Minne¬ 
sota  [Mr.  Judd]. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Speaker,  maybe  it 
would  be  worth  while  to  present  a  little 
of  the  background  of  this  emergency 
food  shortage  in  Pakistan  which  nobody 
likes,  but  which  is  one  of  the  hard  facts 
with  which  we  are  faced  in  the  present 
world.  I  was  a  member  of  a  subcommit¬ 
tee  consisting  of  four  Members  of  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  which 
made  a  study  of  conditions  in  that  part 
of  the  world  during  the  Easter  recess  at 
the  suggestion  of  the  State  Department 
and  the  Director  of  Mutual  Security. 

First,  consider  Pakistan  itself.  As  you 
know,  it  was  formed  by  the  splitting  of 
India  in  1947,  6  years  ago,  when  India 
and  Pakistan  were  given  their  independ¬ 
ence,  but  chose  to  stay  within  the  Brit¬ 
ish  Commonwealth.  Pakistan  is  a  fabu¬ 
lous  country  in  several  respects.  First, 
it  really  consists  of  two  countries,  1,000 
miles  apart.  There  is  only  one  thing 
that  the  people  of  the  two  parts  of  Paki¬ 
stan  have  in  common,  and  that  is  a  com¬ 
mon  religion.  They  are  Muslims.  West 
Pakistan  is  in  the  northwest  part  of  the 
Indian  Peninsula,  and  East  Pakistan  is 
in  the  northeast  part,  at  the  head  of  the 
Bay  of  Bengal,  further  east  than  Cal¬ 
cutta. 
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They  speak  several  different  languages. 
The  people  in  the  west  section  speak  pre¬ 
dominantly  a  Sanskrit  language,  Urdu 
and  those  in  the  eastern  section  speak 
Bengali.  The  only  language  they  can 
all  speak  in  their  Cabinet  meetings  is 
English.  They  speak  it  well,  because  it 
was  taught  in  the  schools  they  attended 
when  this  subcontinent  was  under 
Britain. 

Their  economies  do  not  complement 
each  other  at  all,  although  the  economy 
of  each  section  complements  that  of 
India.  For  example,  Pakistan  produces 
cotton,  but  it  does  not  have  many  tex¬ 
tile  mills,  so  its  cotton  has  to  be  trans¬ 
ported  dowm  into  Bombay,  in  India,  to  be 
processed  there  into  textiles.  Then 
India  ships  the  textiles  abroad  and  she 
gets  the  foreign  exchange,  even  though 
the  raw  material  was  produced  in  Paki¬ 
stan.  In  eastern  Pakistan  they  produce 
jute  but  they  do  not  have  jute  mills.  So 
the  jute  is  sent  from  East  Pakistan  to 
Calcutta,  India,  processed  into  burlap 
and  bagging,  sold  abroad,  and  the  for¬ 
eign  exchange  again  comes  to  India. 

Pakistan  has  few  natural  resources 
such  as  minerals.  There  have  been  dis¬ 
covered  no  substantial  deposits  of  coal 
or  iron  or  oil  in  Pakistan  although  there 
are  rich  resources  in  India.  So  Paki¬ 
stan  has  neither  adequate  raw  materials 
nor  manufactured  goods  to  sell  abroad 
in  order  to  get  foreign  exchange,  a  jam 
like  the  present  food  shortage,  she  has 
to  get  grain  from  abroad.  But  the  coun¬ 
tries  that  could  supply  her  with  grain 
will  accept  only  dollars  in  return.  She 
does  not  have  the  dollars,  and  she  has 
no  way  of  earning  the  dollars,  and  we 
will  not  take  her  rupees.  That  is  the 
basic  economic  background. 

Pakistan,  historically,  has  exported 
small  quantities  of  grain.  The  Pakis¬ 
tanis  admit  with  great  chagrin  that 
after  partition  in  1947  and  during  India’s 
drought  of  2  years  ago,  they  were  over¬ 
confident  and  instead  of  storing  up  their- 
2  or  3  or  4  percent  of  grain  surplus,  they 
exported  it  in  order  to  buy  foreign  com¬ 
modities.  They  did  not  anticipate  they 
would  be  faced  with  anything  like  the 
present  shortage. 

What  were  the  reasons  for  the  food 
shortage?  There  are  several.  First,  the 
Pakistanis  on  the  whole  are  not  as  good 
farmers  as  those  who  previously  farmed 
much  of  the  best  land,  and  who  went  to 
the  Indian  side  in  the  partition.  The 
main  province  from  the  standpoint  of 
food  in  Pakistan  is  the  Province  of  Pun¬ 
jab.  Punjab  means  5  rivers,  because 
there  are  5  rivers  entering  the  area,  2 
coming  from  or  through  India  and  3 
through  Kashmir.  They  are  the  source 
of  water  supply  for  irrigation.  Not  a 
one  arises  in  Pakistan.  They  all  flow  in¬ 
to  Pakistan  from  India  and  Kashmir, 
and  you  know  that  possession  of  Kash¬ 
mir  is  disputed  by  Pakistan  and  India. 
Part  of  the  original  Punjab  province 
split  off  and  went  to  India.  The  re¬ 
mainder  is  the  bread  basket  of  West 
Pakistan,  and  the  best  farmers  there 
were  the  Sikhs,  people  of  the  Sikh  re¬ 
ligion,  and  the  second  best  farmers,  best 
in  carrying  on  intensive  cultivation  of 
the  soil,  were  the  Hindus.  In  the  parti¬ 
tion,  most  Sikhs  and  Hindus  left  their 


farms  and  went  to  India.  That  left  the 
Pakistanis,  who  previously  had  special¬ 
ized  more  in  grazing  and  in  being  sol¬ 
diers.  Most  of  the  soldiers  in  the  British 
armies  of  the  former  India  were  Pun¬ 
jabis.  In  the  past  they  had  not  been 
so  active  as  the  Hindus  in  intensive 
farming. 

Practical  evidence  of  this  fact  was  the 
peculiar  tax  system.  Under  the  British, 
for  decades  and  decades  land  taxes 
were  not  levied  on  our  basis  of  so  much 
per  acre,  they  were  levied  on  the  his¬ 
torical  amount  of  rice  or  wheat  that  was 
produced  annually  on  a  given  piece  of 
land.  The  taxes  the  British  levied  on 
the  Sikhs  were  higher  than  those  they 
levied  on  the  Hindus,  and  those  they 
levied  on  the  Hindus  were  higher  than 
those  on  the  Pakistanis,  even  though 
their  farms  were  just  across  the  road. 
This  is  being  changed  now  under  the 
Government  of  Independent  Pakistan. 
I  mention  the  matter  only  to  show  that 
there  was  a  human  factor  in  the  reduc¬ 
tion  in  production  of  grain.  The  farm¬ 
ers  who  took  over  the  land  after  the 
division  were  on  the  whole  not  as  good 
as  the  previous  farmers. 

The  overriding  cause,  however,  is  that 
beginning  2  years  ago  there  has  been  an 
awful  drought,  worst  in  the  area’s  his¬ 
tory,  plus  locusts.  Some  of  us  were 
there,  and  we  saw  the  condition  of  the 
land,  of  the  animals,  and  of  the  human 
beings.  Normally  about  half  of  their 
production  is  from  irrigated  land  and 
about  half  they  raise  during  the  sum¬ 
mer  monsoon  season  and  in  the  rainfall 
areas.  The  summer  crops  are  sorghums 
and  millets,  but  not  wheat  which  is 
planted  in  the  fall  and  harvested  in 
May. 

This  drought  began  2  years  ago,  and 
they  were  not  too  anxious  at  first,  but 
before  the  end  of  last  year  they  had 
to  import  800,000  tons  of  grain.  They 
paid  for  all  of  that  except  for  $15  million 
worth,  which  they  got  as  a  loan  from 
the  American  Export-Import  Bank. 
They  obtained  150,000  tons  of  wheat 
that  way.  The  rest,  650,000  tons  of 
grain,  they  had  to  pay  for  with  such 
foreign  exchange  as  they  had  and  by 
bartering  jute,  cotton  and  rice  for 
wheat.  But  as  you  all  know  the  world 
price  of  cotton  has  dropped  about  55 
percent  in  the  last  year  and  a  half,  and 
of  jute  has  dropped  between  50  and  60 
percent.  So  their  means  of  securing  im¬ 
ports  have  shriveled  through  forces  over 
which  they  had  no  control. 

This  explains  why  they  cannot  get  a 
loan  now,  as  India  did.  Their  reserves  of 
foreign  exchange  were  all  but  exhausted 
in  getting  through  the  drought  of  last 
year.'  They  do  not  now  have  any  reserves 
of  grain  in  their  granaries. 

They  hold  about  $191  million  in  for¬ 
eign  currency,  total.  Their  paper  cur¬ 
rency  has  to  have  a  reserve  of  $182  mil¬ 
lion  to  back  it  up.  That  leaves  only  $9 
million  of  hard  currency  to  play  with  to 
keep  their  foreign  trade  going,  to  serve 
as  a  revolving  fund.  They  cannot  re¬ 
duce  their  holdings  of  foreign  currency 
sound  currency,  below  $182  million,  with¬ 
out  wrecking  their  own  local  currency 
system,  which  would  throw  them  into 


inflation  and  make  their  problems  even 
more  difficult. 

During  the  drought  of  last  year,  they 
used  what  reserves  of  grain  and  foreign 
exchange  they  had  and  did  not  ask  us 
for  help,  except  for  that  loan.  They 
thought  they  could  carry  it  through. 
They  are  a  proud,  self-reliant  people. 
But  the  drought  continued — even  worse 
this  year  than  last  year.  Between  18 
and  20  percent  fewer  acres  were  planted 
this  year.  They  could  not  plow  the  land, 
and  it  was  useless  to  plant  the  seed. 
When  they  cut  down  by  a  fifth  the 
ground  that  was  planted  and  then  had  a 
greatly  reduced  crop  from  the  remainder 
because  of  the  drought,  you  see  what 
they  are  up  against. 

They  have  obtained  $5  million  worth 
of  wheat  from  Canada  and  $10  million 
from  Australia.  You  may  well  ask  why 
we  cannot  give  them  a  loan  the  same  as 
we  gave  India.  The  hard  fact  is  that 
they  do  have  to  get  at  least  700,000  tons 
more  of  wheat,  and  they  have  to  get  it 
immediately  or  else  there  will  be  mass 
starvation  and  riots  and  disorder,  which 
will  be  in  nobody’s  interest  except  the 
Kremlin’s.  If  they  had  to  use  the  little 
foreign  currency  they  still  have  and 
wrecked  the  stability  of  their  own  cur¬ 
rency,  that  would  reduce  their  borrow¬ 
ing  power  to  nothing,  and  they  do  need 
to  retain  some  borrowing  power  if  they 
are  to  do  anything  about  the  long-term 
problem  of  increasing  food  production. 
That,  too,  is  complicated. 

Perhaps  I  can  give  a  more  birdseye 
view  of  it.  I  said  a  moment  ago  there 
are  five  rivers  flowing  into  Pakistan  from 
areas  they  do  not  control.  Two  of  these 
rivers  come  from  or  through  India.  In¬ 
dia  also  has  great  dry  areas  that  she 
wants  to  bring  under  cultivation  through 
irrigation. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Is  this  Pakistan  a 
new  country? 

Mr.  JUDD.  It  is.  It  was  just  organ¬ 
ized  in  1947. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Is  the  country 
split?  Is  there  an  intervening  space  be¬ 
tween  the  two  parts  of  the  country? 

Mr.  JUDD.  The  two  parts  of  the  coun¬ 
try  are  1,000  miles  apart.  There  is  no 
food  shortage  in  east  Pakistan,  which 
grows  and  eats  rice  mainly.  The  food 
shortage  is  in  west  Pakistan,  which  grows 
and  eats  mostly  wheat. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  So  one  part  of 
Pakistan  is  all  right,  but  we  are  appro¬ 
priating  for  the  other  part? 

Mr.  JUDD.  Yes,  this  wheat  is  all  for 
west  Pakistan.  East  Pakistan  does  not 
have  a  food  shortage. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  wonder  if 
the  gentleman  would  agree  with  me  that 
if  we  have  to  perform  this  painful  opera¬ 
tion  of  giving  away  of  our  substance, 
would  it  not  be  better  if  it  were  handled 
through  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Af¬ 
fairs  instead  of  having  the  Foreign  Af¬ 
fairs  Committee  come  in,  as  it  did  last 
week  with  a  charity  bill,  and  then  the 
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Committee  on  Agriculture  coming  in  this 
week  with  another  one? 

Mr.  JUDD.  That  is  not  in  my  province 
to  determine,  sir.  The  gentleman  could 
discuss  that  with  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  and  with  the  Parliamentarian.  I 
do  not  know  why  this  bill  was  sent  to 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  was  just 
trying  to  get  an  expression  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  view  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  was  perfectly  willing 
that  it  be  handled  by  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs  to  the  best  of  our  ability 
because  the  need  is  real  and  great.  I 
must  add  that  I  do  not  regard  this  as 
a  charity  bill  for  reasons  which  I  will 
try  to  point  out. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DONDERO.  If  the  value  of  this 
wheat  is  reduced  to  dollars  at  the  present 
market  value  of  wheat,  what  does  it 
amount  to. 

Mr.  JUDD.  If  it  is  reduced  to  dollars 
as  the  CCC  has  to,  in  terms  of  what 
the  CCC  paid  for  it  under  our  price- 
support  system,  it  amounts  to  almost 
$100  million.  At  the  present  market 
value  of  wheat  it  would  be  50  cents  a 
bushel  or  about  $18  million  less. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  coming  ba’ck  to  the 
two  rivers  from  India.  India  has  lots  of 
dry  land  in  that  area.  Since  these  rivers 
rise  in  India  or  flow  through  India, 
naturally,  she  wants  their  water  for  her 
dry  areas  to  raise  more  food  for  her  own 
people.  So  one  of  the  problems  that  has 
been  in  the  process  of  negotiation  be¬ 
tween  the  two  countries  is  how  to  divide 
the  water  in  these  rivers,  and  how  to  get 
water  from  alternative  sources  to  supply 
the  land  in  Pakistan  that  is  now  and  has 
heretofore  been  supplied  by  water  from 
India.  The  International  Bank  has  had 
a  working  party  out  there  studying  the 
whole  Indus  Basin.  Their  engineers 
have  come  up  with  an  ingenious  plan, 
which  our  people  out  there  say  is  sound. 
It  is  to  hold  back  water  in  the  rainy  sea¬ 
son  and  build  link  canals  to  divert  water 
from  the  larger  rivers  into  riverbeds 
that  would  be  dry  if  India  took  all  the 
water  from  the  two  that  flow  through 
India. 

Of  the  five  rivers,  the  Indus  River  is 
the  big  one,  carrying  approximately  half 
of  the  total  flowage  and  almost  half  of  it 
runs  into  the  Indian  Ocean  because  there 
are  no  storage  dams  to  hold  the  water 
back.  The  rainfall  comes  during  the 
months  of  July,  August,  and  September, 
and  not  a  drop  during  the  other  9 
months.  They  need  dams  to  impound 
that  floodwater  in  the  mountains  and 
let  it  come  down  in  the  canals  during 
the  dry  season.  But  it  takes  money  and 
capital  and  foreign  exchange  to  build 
those  dams.  The  International  Bank  is 
willing  to  lend  them  funds  to  build  those 
dams  and  canals  so  that  they  can  pre¬ 
vent  recurrences  of  this  crisis,  so  that 
they  can  develop  the  whole  basin  and  get 
their  own  water  and  use  it  for  their  own 
lands.  But  it  will  make  the  loan  only 
if  the  dispute  with  India  is  resolved, 
which  the  Bank  is  endeavoring  to  accom¬ 
plish.  And  it  cannot  make  the  loan  if 
Pakistan  has  so  exhausted  its  reserves  to 


take  care  of  this  immediate  emergency 
that  its  credit  is  totally  destroyed.  That 
is  the  crux  of  the  matter.  We  can  force 
them  to  borrow  the  money  and  send 
them  this  wheat  as  a  loan,  but  if  we  do, 
we  make  it  impossible  for  them  to  cure 
the  situation.  And  it  is  sure  to  be  on  our 
doorstep  again.  Is  it  not  good  sense  to 
carry  on  a  program  which  will  enable 
them  to  become  self-sufficient  rather 
than  to  give  this  money  as  a  loan,  and 
then  be  faced  with  the  same  problem 
next  year  and  the  following  year,  and 
whenever  there  is  a  drought  in  the  years 
to  come?  This  is  the  basic  reason  which 
convinced  our  committee  we  should  rec¬ 
ommend  a  grant  in  this  case  rather  than 
a  loan,  and  it  is  the  reason  why  we  rec¬ 
ommended  paying  the  freight.  It  is  not 
a  matter  of  their  being  unwilling  to  pay 
the  freight.  They  do  not  have  the  capa¬ 
city  to  pay  the  freight  without  further 
imperiling  the  basic  stability  of  their 
currency  or  their  ability  to  make  neces¬ 
sary  loans  for  development  of  their  ir¬ 
rigation  system. 

There  are  larger  issues  involved.  One 
is  humanitarian.  These  people  are  hun¬ 
gry,  and  the  American  people,  whenever 
they  have  had  a  surplus,  historically  have 
given  of  their  surplus  to  help  feed  hungry 
people.  I  believe  our  people  still  approve 
such  a  course.  Another  is  strategic.  I 
mentioned  it  the  other  day  during  the 
debate  on  the  Mutual  Security  bill.  If 
you  look  at  the  whole  Middle  East,  on  the 
west  flank  is  Turkey,  one  bastion  or  an¬ 
chor.  On  the  east  is  Pakistan.  In  be¬ 
tween  there  are  almost  2,000  miles  with¬ 
out  a  single  barrier  to  stop  the  Soviet 
Union  from  moving  south,  except  some 
mountains.  The  prize  exposed  by  that 
gap  includes  all  the  oil  in  the  Middle 
East,  and  the  Suez  Canal,  and  the  land 
bridge  across  to  Africa,  which  is  stra¬ 
tegically  so  important  to  us  as  we  look 
ahead  to  the  next  2  or  3  decades.  There 
are  only  these  two  anchors  on  which  we 
can  build  or  depend;  Turkey  on  that  side 
and  Pakistan  on  this  side.  It  seems  to  me 
that  it  does  not  make  good  sense  to  put 
billions  of  dollars  into  Europe  and  leave 
this  side  door  open  in  such  a  way  that 
it  could  only  tempt  the  Soviet  Union  to 
move  into  that  area. 

I  want  to  make  one  further  point — 
urgency.  If  this  aid  is  not  given  quick¬ 
ly,  so  that  the  people  of  Pakistan,  who 
have  just  finished,  or  who  are  just  finish¬ 
ing  their  wheat  harvest,  know  that  they 
do  not  have  to  stretch  that  inadequate 
harvest  over  12  months,  but  can  start 
using  now  what  they  have,  with  the  as¬ 
surance  that  through  the  rest  of  the 
year  there  will  be  grain  coming  from  the 
United  States,  it  is  certain  there  are 
going  to  be  food  riots  and  disorders. 
People  riot  rather  than  starve.  With 
food  riots,  you  will  have  either  a  mili¬ 
tary  government  and  the  end  of  this 
magnificent  effort  of  a  proud,  heroic 
people  to  build  a  really  democratic  form 
of  government  in  Asia — or  you  will  have 
chaos,  and.  only  one  thing  can  happen. 
People  in  despair  will  turn  to  those  who 
are  at  their  elbows  every  minute  prom¬ 
ising  everything  under  the  sun. 

It  seems  to  me  that  our  purpose  is  not 
just  charity.  Our  purpose  is  certainly 
not  to  try  and  buy  good  will.  We 


have  their  good  will.  We  are  giving  lots 
of  aid  to  those  whose  good  will  we  do 
not  have.  These  people  have  only  good 
will  toward  us.  It  seems  to  me  that  this 
is  one  of  the  places  where  our  aid  is  most 
justified  and  can  do  the  most  good,  both 
to  them  and,  in  the  long  run,  to  our 
own  well-being  and  security. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield 
such  time  as  she  may  require  to  the 
gentlewoman  from  Ohio  [Mrs.  Frances 
P.  Bolton]. 

(Mrs.  FRANCES  P.  BOLTON  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  her  remarks.) 

Mrs.  FRANCES  P.  BOLTON.  Mr. 
Speaker,  most  of  the  world’s  people  do 
not  know  what  it  is  to  have  too  much 
food.  When  nature  smiles  upon  the 
land  millions  of  men,  women,  and  chil¬ 
dren  get  just  about  enough  food  to  keep 
them  satisfied.  But  when  a  vital  crop 
fails,  as  it  does  all  too  often,  only  the 
fortunate  find  enough  to  eat.  Others 
die  of  starvation. 

That  situation  is  only  hearsay  to  most 
of  us  in  the  United  States.  Very  few 
living  Americans  have  had  the  heart¬ 
rending  experience  of  watching  a  child 
waste  away  for  want  of  a  mouthful  of 
bread. 

We  are  blessed  with  the  opposite  prob¬ 
lem:  too  much  food.  Often,  especially 
in  recent  years,  we  have  produced  greater 
crops  than  we  can  consume.  But  we 
prefer  it  that  way,  and  our  Government 
buys  up  the  excess  quantities  to  be  sure 
that  our  farmers  will  not  go  bankrupt 
when  the  bottom  drops  out  of  their  mar¬ 
ket.  We  buy  and  store  that  excess  food 
so  the  Nation  will  always  have  a  pros¬ 
perous  farm  community  ready  to  pro¬ 
duce  this  food  when  we  do  need  it. 

The  problem  of  scarcity  and  the  prob¬ 
lem  of  surplus  has  a  logical  meeting 
ground. 

Fortunately  for  those  who  starve,  the 
people  of  this  Nation  have  always  been 
happy  to  share  the  bountiful  fare  of 
their  table  with  their  friends  overseas. 
President  Eisenhower  is  asking  us  to  do 
that  with  a  million  tons  of  surplus  wheat 
for  the  people  of  Pakistan.  He  has 
urged  haste  because  a  stomach  can  stay 
empty  only  just  so  long. 

Wheat  is  the  major  source  of  food 
for  the  75  million  people  in  Pakistan. 
For  2  successive  years  droughts  have 
destroyed  the  crop.  When  the  crop 
fails  starvation  stalks  the  land  unless 
sufficient  quantities  of  wheat  can  be 
brought  into  the  country.  But  the  young 
Pakistan  Government,  faced  with  myriad 
financial  problems,  cannot  buy  enough 
wheat  to  keep  its  people  alive.  So  it 
has  turned  to  this  Nation  for  help. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  sure  there  is  not 
a  Member  of  this  House  who  will  ques¬ 
tion  the  humanitarian  need  for  this 
grant.  But  there  is  another  issue. 

Secretary  of  State  John  Foster  Dulles 
said  last  month,  shortly  after  his  trip 
to  the  Middle  East  and  south  Asia,  that 
he  was  firmly  convinced  of  the  desir¬ 
ability  of  this  grant  for  strategic  reasons. 

He  pointed  out  that  Pakistan  borders 
Communist  China  and  from  its  northern 
boundary  one  can  see  the  Soviet  Union. 
It  flanks  Iran  and  the  Middle  East  and 
guards  the  Khyber  Pass,  often  an  inva- 
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sion  route  from  the  north  into  the  sub¬ 
continent.  He  argued  further  that  Pak¬ 
istan  and  the  United  States  have  stood 
side  by  side  in  most  United  Nations  de¬ 
bates  and  that  Pakistan  was  a  tower  of 
strength  on  the  Japanese  Treaty. 

After  his  recent  visit  to  the  Near  and 
Middle  East,  Mr.  Dulles  stated  further, 
and  I  quote: 

One  of  my  clearest  impressions  was  that 
of  the  outstanding  and  sincere  friendliness 
which  the  leaders  of  Pakistan  feel  for  the 
United  States.  I  was  greatly  impressed  with 
their  understanding  of  world  problems.  I 
am  convinced  that  they  will  resist  the 
menace  of  communism  as  their  strength 
permits. 

I  sincerely  urge  the  Congress  to  bolster 
that  strength  in  this  time  of  world  crisis. 
I  urge  you  to  vote  in  favor  of  this  bill, 
H.  R.  5659,  and,  by  so  doing,  tell  the 
people  of  Pakistan  that  we  in  the  United 
States  are  solicitous  for  the  welfare  of 
our  friends. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  10  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  ColmerJ. 

Mr.  MASON.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  COLMER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  MASON.  I  am  wondering  how 
many  people  in  this  House  are  interested 
in  the  financial  security  of  our  own  cur¬ 
rency  and  our  own  Nation  instead  of  in 
the  financial  security  and  the  imperiling 
of  the  currency  in  Pakistan. 

Mr.  COLMER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  appre¬ 
ciate  the  remarks  of  the  very  learned 
and  forthright  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Mason].  They  are  not  out  of  line 
with  the  remarks  I  am  about  to  make 
myself,  very  briefly. 

Mr.  Speaker,  these  problems  are  al¬ 
ways  perplexing.  I  think  I  realize  as 
fully  as  anyone  here  that  the  situation 
in  the  world  is  so  fluid  that  almost  any¬ 
thing  can  happen.  But  I  have  long  been 
convinced — and  I  repeat  for  the  “ump¬ 
teenth”  time  on  the  floor  of  this  House — 
that  Russia  neither  wants  war  nor  peace, 
but  she  wants  to  bleed  us  white  eco¬ 
nomically  and  then  take  over  in  the  en¬ 
suing  chaos  and  confusion  which  follows 
the  destruction  of  our  economy. 

We  are  continuously  playing  into  her 
hands.  I  am  not  setting  myself  up  to 
say  that  under  this  situation  it  is  wrong 
to  give  this  surplus  wheat  to  Pakistan. 
Why,  of  course,  the  humane  aspect,  the 
objective  of  charity,  appeals  to  all  of 
us.  I  want  to  go  along  with  that.  I 
think  I  could  go  along,  possibly,  al¬ 
though  somewhat  reluctantly,  witlj  this 
proposal  of  giving  away  $100  million 
worth  of  wheat  under  the  proper  re¬ 
strictions.  And  bear  in  mind  now,  you 
are  not  giving  away  a  surplus  product 
that  you  have  already  paid  for,  because 
this  bill  provides  that  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  shall  be  reimbursed 
from  the  United  States  Treasury  for  the 
most  of  this  wheat.  So  you  are  going 
to  give  a  hundred  million  dollars  away. 
It  is  going  out  of  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States.  Let  us  not  fool  our¬ 
selves  about  that. 

In  other  words,  we  are  still  giving 
away  the  taxpayers’  money,  but  further, 
as  I  understood  the  testimony  before  the 


Rules  Committee  and  as  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  [Mr.  Smith!  referred  to 
a  moment  ago,  we  not  only  propose  to 
give  the  wheat  but  we  propose  to  de¬ 
liver  it  to  them,  transportation  charges 
paid.  Of  course  we  have  all  heard  that 
old  story — and  I  tell  it  again  with  no 
reflection  upon  the  Pakistan  Govern¬ 
ment  or  the  people  of  Pakistan — the 
story  of  the  old  fellow  who  was  starving 
to  death  and  who  was  being  hauled  down 
the  road  in  a  wagon.  Some  good  Sa¬ 
maritan — and  we  have  lots  of  them  in 
this  House  and  in  this  country — stopped 
and  said:  “Where  are  you  taking  him?” 
The  answer  was,  “I  am  taking  him  to 
the  poorhouse ;  he  was  going  to  starve  to 
death;  he  wanted  to  go,  he  was  volun¬ 
tarily  going.”  The  good  Samaritan 
said:  “That  is  not  necessary;  I  have  a 
wagonload  of  corn  here.  I  will  just  give 
him  some  of  this  corn.”  Then  the  old 
fellow  rose  up  from  the  wagon  bed,  you 
remember,  and  asked:  “Is  it  shelled?” 

Now  we  are  going  to  “shell”  it,  and  we 
are  going  to  deliver  it  transportation 
paid.  Why  should  we  do  that,  Mr. 
Chairman?  Is  it  not  enough  that  we 
give  the  wheat  without  paying  the  trans¬ 
portation  charges?  I  want  to  talk  to  my 
friends  on  the  left,  Republican  side,  for 
a  moment.  I  have  been  charged  with 
being  conservative.  You  used  to  be 
charged  with  being  conservative,  too, 
but  something  has  happened.  As  my 
learned  colleague  pointed  out  here  a 
moment  ago  when  we  Democrats  did  this 
for  India  last  year  I  stood  in  the  well 
of  the  House — you  can  look  it  up  in  the 
Congressional  Record — and  said  that 
we  were  setting  a  precedent  that  was 
going  to  give  us  trouble  in  the  future. 
But  the  New  Deal,  my  friends,  did  a  hor¬ 
rible  thing,  they  required  the  recipient 
country,  India,  to  pay  the  transportation 
charges  on  that  wheat.  The  new  admin¬ 
istration  with  a  new  foreign  policy  is  go¬ 
ing  to  outdo  the  old  New  Deal  admin¬ 
istration;  the  new  administration  is  go¬ 
ing  to  deliver  the  wheat  to  Pakistan 
transportation  free,  we  are  going  to  pay 
the  freight  charges — about  $20  million. 
The  testimony  before  the  Rules  Com¬ 
mittee  was  to  the  effect  that  one  of  the 
reasons  that  we  should  pay  the  freight 
on  this  was  so  that  some  of  our  steam¬ 
ship  companies  could  get  something  out 
of  it.  If  we  are  going  to  pay  the  freight, 
even  though  it  costs  twice  as  much  to 
ship  it  in  American  bottoms  as  it  does  in 
foreign  bottoms,  maybe  we  should  go  the 
whole  way  and  help  our  own  American 
shipping  interests  a  little.  What  I  am 
complaining  about  here  is  the  proposal 
to  further  add  to  the  national  debt  and 
deficit  spending  to  the  tune  of  $20  million 
freight  charges  on  wheat  that  we  are 
giving  away.  Certainly  this  is  .another 
new  and  dangerous  precedent  in  our  for¬ 
eign-aid  program. 

At  the  proper  time  in  the  reading  of 
this  bill  for  amendment  I  am  going  to 
offer  an  amendment  providing  that  the 
transportation  charges  shall  be  paid  by 
the  beneficiary  and  thereby  we  will  save 
just  a  little  insignificant  sum  of  $20  mil¬ 
lion.  Of  course,  that  does  not  amount 
to  anything  now  when  we  are  giving 
away  6  billions  or  more  annually  to  for¬ 
eign  countries. 


But  you  know,  I  have  some  folks  down 
in  my  district  who  think  20  million  is  a 
sizable  amount  of  money,  particularly 
when  it  is  taken  out  of  their  pockets  for 
taxes.  Twenty  million  dollars  would 
mean  an  awful  lot  to  my  taxpayers  if  I 
could  be  a  party  toward  saving  it  for 
them. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  conclude  where  I  began, 
it  would  mean  a  lot  to  the  stability  of 
this  Government  if  we  could  put  the 
brakes  on  somewhere  along  the  line  and 
try  to  preserve  this  last  haven  of  refuge 
of  a  free  people.  When  you  destroy  the 
economy  of  these  free  people  you  have 
destroyed  everything. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COLMER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  want 
to  ask  the  gentleman  this  question: 
My  recollection  may  be  faulty,  but  did 
not  we  vote  last  year  to  sell  on  terms  of 
credit,  not  to  give,  to  India?  Am  I  at 
fault  in  my  memory? 

Mr.  COLMER.  The  gentleman  is 
technically  correct.  We  accepted  some 
notes  to  make  it  a  little  more  palatable. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  The  gentle¬ 
man  from  Mississippi  will  recall  that  the 
proposition  first  came  in  as  this  bill 
comes  in  today  as  a  gift. 

Mr.  COLMER.  That  is  my  recollec¬ 
tion  and  I  am  sure  that  is  the  recollec¬ 
tion  of  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  not  going  to  con¬ 
clude  this  with  any  apology.  I  do  not 
enjoy  getting  up  here  and  opposing  these 
things  continuously,  but  I  do  feel  my  ob¬ 
ligation  to  my  people  and  to  my  own 
country  to  try  to  protect  this  country 
insofar  as  I  can. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  5  minutes  to  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Fisher], 

Mr.  FISHER.  Mr.  Speaker,  the  pend¬ 
ing  bill  would  make  available  to  the  Re¬ 
public  of  Pakistan  37  million  bushels  of 
wheat  from  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration  stocks.  This  will  be  an  out¬ 
right  gift  to  a  friendly  nation — a  nation 
whose  troops  have  fought  valiantly  be¬ 
side  our  own  in  Korea.  In  the  committee 
report  it  is  pointed  out  that  its  purpose 
is  to  provide  food  in  a  famine-stricken 
area  which  is  suffering  from  a  terrific 
drought.  The  committee  reports  that 
the  CCC  now  has  on  hand  310  million 
bushels  of  wheat,  acquired  from  price- 
support  operations,  and  that  we  can  well 
afford  to  spare  the  amount  which  it  is 
proposed  to  give  to  Pakistan. 

But  while  we  are  talking  about  distress 
resulting  from  droughts  in  foreign  coun¬ 
tries  let  us  not  forget  that  we  have  disas¬ 
ters  caused  by  prolonged  droughts  right 
here  in  our  country.  Fortunately,  we 
produce  food  in  great  abundance  and 
we  do  not  face  famine  as  such.  We  have 
surpluses,  not  shortages,  to  deal  with. 

It  seems  to  me,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the 
time  is  at  hand  when  there  should  be  a 
reexamination  of  our  basic  policies  with 
respect  to  use  of  surpluses  accumulated 
by  the  Government  to  alleviate  distress 
and  disasters,  even  when  they  occur  here 
at  home.  Are  we  wedded  to  a  policy  of 
using  such  surpluses  to  alleviate  suffer¬ 
ing  only  if  it  occurs  in  foreign  lands? 
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Just  where  is  the  line  to  be  drawn  on 
helping  those  who,  because  of  no  fault 
of  their  own,  become  victims  of  a  dis¬ 
aster  such  as  results  from  an  extreme 
drought? 

Let  us  not  forget  that  we  have  droughts 
right  here  at  home,  within  the  confines 
of  our  own  Nation. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the  gen¬ 
tleman  yield? 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Kansas. 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  just  wanted  to  say  this 
to  the  gentleman.  As  he  knows,  we  are 
giving  some  consideration  to  the  drought 
situation  in  Texas.  I  wanted  to  advise 
him  that  we  are  having  a  meeting  of  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  on  Thursday 
to  consider  especially  the  drought  situa¬ 
tion  along  the  lines  that  he  is  discussing 
at  this  time. 

Mr.  FISHER.  I  appreciate  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  contribution.  He  certainly  has 
been  most  sympathetic  and  considerate 
with  respect  to  the  condition  I  have  de¬ 
scribed.  The  gentleman  has  held  meet¬ 
ings  in  the  past,  and  I  know  that  his 
understanding  of  the  situation  has  been 
current  and  that  he  recognizes  the  seri¬ 
ousness  of  the  situation. 

Right  at  this  time  there  is  a  consid¬ 
erable  area  in  southwest  Texas,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  that  is  suffering  from  a  drought 
condition  the  severity  of  which  has  not 
been  experienced  in  recorded  history. 
It  is  taking  a  terrific  toll.  That  stricken 
area  is  located  in  the  heart  of  one  of 
the  Nation’s  leading  sheep-,  goat-,  and 
cattle-producing  sections.  This  drought, 
of  devastating  proportions,  has  been  go¬ 
ing  on  for  4  continuous  years,  even 
longer  in  some  spots.  There  are  growers 
in  that  area  who  have  been  forced  to 
feed  every  head  of  their  livestock  for 
every  day  of  the  year  for  a  period  of 
more  than  3  years.  I  can  give  you  their 
names  and  addresses. 

During  that  period  feed  prices  have 
remained  high,  while  livestock  prices 
have  in  general  dropped  considerably. 
Credit  has  been  exhausted  in  many  in¬ 
stances,  and  a  most  desperate  situation 
has  developed.  It  all  means  inevitable 
bankruptcy  for  many  of  the  sturdiest 
citizens  of  the  land  unless  something  is 
done  to  cushion  the  impact  which  has 
befallen  them. 

It  is  because  of  the  existence  of  those 
conditions  that  I  raise  the  question  now 
of  policy  in  the  use  of  surpluses  to  allevi¬ 
ate  such  suffering;  and  since  we  are 
being  asked  to  give  37  million  bushels  of 
wheat  to  help  people  who  are  victims  of 
a  drought  in  a  friendly  foreign  country, 
I  think  this  is  the  appropriate  time  to 
raise  the  question  of  just  where  the  line 
on  this  type  of  Government  benevolence 
is  to  be  drawn. 

The  condition  I  have  described  can 
be  alleviated,  at  least,  to  some  extent.. 
While  those  people  are  not  prone  to  lean 
on  a  benevolent  Government,  they  find 
great  difficulty,  just  as  I  do,  in  reconcil¬ 
ing  their  plight  with  the  program  and 
the  policy  which  is  represented  in  this 
legislation. 

It  is  true  that  we  have  a  surplus  of 
wheat.  At  this  time  it  amounts  to  310 
million  bushels,  and  it  cost  the  Ameri¬ 
can  taxpayers  $837  million.  The  CCC 


also  has  in  storage  595  million  tons  of 
cottonseed  cake  and  meal,  also  acquired 
from  price-support  operations,  at  a  cost 
of  $36  million.  The  CCC  also  owns  242 
million  bushels  of  corn,  which  cost  the 
Government  $389  million.  All  of  this, 
as  well  as  other  surpluses,  was  paid  for 
by  our  taxpayers,  including  those  who 
are  striving  for  survival  in  our  own . 
drought-stricken  areas.  It  is  inevitable 
that  the  Government  suffer  some  losses 
from  these  operations. 

The  cottonseed  products,  heavy  in  pro¬ 
tein  values,  can  be  acquired  by  our  cit¬ 
izens.  But  in  my  own  area  the  price  is 
virtually  prohibitive,  at  $59  per  ton  at 
the  places  of  storage.  The  buyer  must 
sack  and  transport  the  feed,  and  in  some 
instances  there  is  some  reprocessing  to 
be  done.  With  the  price  of  livestock  at 
present  levels  and  with  most  of  their 
credit  already  used  up,  .  the  average 
feeder  simply  cannot  afford  to  pay  the 
price.  At  the  same  time,  these  hard- 
pressed  victims  of  this  disaster  are  told 
that  this  same  feed  can  be  bought  by 
foreigners  at  $52  per  ton.  It  is  ex¬ 
plained  that  this  is  in  keeping  with 
world  prices  and  that  to  reduce  the  cost 
to  domestic  consumers  that  much  would 
break  the  market  in  this  country  and  in¬ 
volve  the  Government  in  unacceptable 
losses  on  its  investment  in  cottonseed 
products. 

Mr.  Speaker,  last  year  the  Govern¬ 
ment  did  go  to  the  aid  of  drought- 
stricken  areas  with  the  hay  program 
whereby  the  consumers  were  afforded 
the  privilege  of  buying  hay  at  lower- 
than-market  costs,  and  I  understand  this 
venture  cost  Uncle  Sam  around  $7  mil¬ 
lion.  But  what  is  that  in  comparison 
with  the  cost  to  us  of  the  37  million 
bushels  of  wheat  that  we  are  asked  to 
give  away  by  this  bill  today  at  a  cost  of 
nearly  $100  million? 

Again  I  say  this  entire  disaster-relief 
policy  needs  a  reexamination  to  deter¬ 
mine  where  the  line  of  solicitude  should 
be  drawn.  If  this  benevolent  policy  is  to 
be  followed,  is  it  to  be  limited  only  to 
those  who  suffer  from  droughts  in  for¬ 
eign  countries?  Why  not  make  surplus 
feeds  available  to  drought  victims  in  our 
own  country,  not  on  a  giveaway  basis 
but  at  a  price  in  keeping  with  conditions 
that  exist — at  least  as  low  as  or  lower 
than  is  offered  to  foreign  buyers?  And 
why  not  think  about  long-term  credit 
arrangements  which  would  enable  our 
citizens  to  work  and  grow  themselves  out 
of  the  situation  which  this  disaster  has 
brought  upon  them?  Actually,  a  realistic 
relief  program  should,  over  the  long  pull, 
cost  the  Government  very  little. 

This  legislation  should  serve  to  remind 
all  of  us  that  drought  victims  are  not  to 
be  found  only  in  Pakistan.  We  have  vic¬ 
tims  right  here  at  home — victims  who 
are  helping  pick  up  the  check  which 
makes  this  gift  to  Pakistan  possible. 

I  am  delighted  that  the  chairman  of 
the  Agriculture  Committee  has  called  a 
meeting  on  Thursday  to  consider  this 
entire  problem. 

Mr.  SCOTT,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  4 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Massa¬ 
chusetts  [Mr.  Nicholson]. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do 
not  hesitate  to  come  up  here  and  speak 


on  this  matter.  When  this  matter  came 
before  the  Committee  on  Rules,  I  was 
inclined  to  vote  for  it.  Coming  from 
a  race  of  people,  from  Scotland,  I  would 
be  more  or  less  willing  to  give  away  some 
of  the  material  that  was  supposed  to 
support  my  family  and  my  country.  But, 
I  looked  up  in  the  World  Almanac  where 
Pakistan  was,  and  I  could  not  find  it. 
So  I  asked  my  chairman  on  the  com¬ 
mittee  and  he  very  graciously  pointed 
out  that  Pakistan  was  over  here  and 
Pakistan  was  over  there,  and  in  between, 
2,000  miles  away,  was  India;  I  mean, 
both  parts  of  Pakistan  were  2,000  miles 
away  from  each  other. 

Then  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
called  your  attention  to  it.  He  is  a  very 
brilliant  man,  in  the  estimation  of  every¬ 
body  here  in  the  House.  He,  like  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi,  wants  to 
know  how  long  we  can  spend  $167  mil¬ 
lion  at  a  time  for  someone  that  we  do 
not  know  exists  and  continue  to  pay  our 
own  freight. 

I  am  not  asking  you  the  question;  I 
am  simply  asking  you  if  you  can  say 
in  your  own  mind  where  Pakistan  is. 
True,  somebody  is  starving.  They  have 
been  starving  since  the  time  of  Christ, 
who  said,  “The  poor  ye  have  with  you 
always.”  We  will  always  have  them. 
I  would  not  be  surprised  but  that  Pak¬ 
istan  would  get  along  all  right  if  we 
did  not  appropriate  this  money.  The 
gentleman  from  Minnesota  said,  and  if 
I  am  mistaken  he  can  correct  me,  that 
the  Kremlin  will  take  charge  of  it.  The 
Kremlin  did  not  give  anything  to  India; 
it  was  the  United  States  that  did  it.  The 
Kremlin  is  not  giving  anything  to  Pak¬ 
istan.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  all  the  Krem¬ 
lin  is  doing  is  giving  the  world  trouble. 
The  Kremlin  has  forgotten  that  our 
Government  gave  them  wheat  when  they 
were  starving.  I  think  it  is  about  time 
we  woke  up  to  the  fact  that  we  should 
start  looking  out  for  the  United  States 
of  America.  I  think  it  would  be  an 
awfully  good  thing  for  us  to  do,  because 
we  are  gradually  getting  to  the  place 
where  we  will  not  be  able  to  give  any¬ 
body  anything. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Speaker,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  The 
gentleman  mentioned  his  difficulty  in  lo¬ 
cating  Pakistan.  I  would  like  to  ask 
the  gentleman  if  he  knows  where  Cam¬ 
bodia  is. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  I  have  no  more 
idea  where  Cambodia  is  than  Pakistan, 
and  I  have  tried  to  look  it  up. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  am  not  sure  I  under¬ 
stood  my  friend  correctly,  but  I  thought 
he  said  that  I  had  suggested  that  the 
Kremlin  would  supply  this  aid  if  we  did 
not.  I  made  no  such  statement,  I  think. 
I  said  that  if  there  are  disorder  and 
food  riots  as  a  result  of  starvation  in 
that  country,  the  disorder  will  be  taken 
advantage  of  by  the  Kremlin  so  that  it 
might  be  able  to  take  over  the  country. 
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or  more  likely,  the  weakening  of  Pak¬ 
istan  would  encourage  the  Kremlin  to 
move  down  through  the  gap  between 
Pakistan  and  Turkey.  Starving  people 
will  go  with  who  prbmises  them  some¬ 
thing.  The  United  States  can  deliver 
the  aid  it  promises  and  we  do  deliver; 
the  Kremlin  makes  headway  in  areas 
where  there  is  unrest  and  confusion,  be¬ 
cause  of  its  extravagant  promises.  Peo¬ 
ple  in  dispair  have  no  way  of  resisting 
promises  that  sound  glittering,  even 
though  they  are  totally  fraudulent. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  I  accept  the  apol¬ 
ogy  of  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  2 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  [Mr.  Gavin]. 

(Mr.  GAVIN  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not 
believe  there  is  any  Member  of  this 
House  who  is  not  deeply  sympathetic  to¬ 
ward  any  action  that  would  help  God’s 
unforunates  and  the  poverty-stricken 
people  of  the  world.  However,  it  does 
not  seem  that  the  committees  present 
these  cases  to  us  in  such  a  way  that  we 
understand  what  they  are  all  about.  I 
for  one  am  awfully  tired  of  hearing, 
every  time  we  come  up  with  a  piece  of 
legislation  on  these  programs,  that  “Un¬ 
less  you  acquiesce  the  Soviets  will  move 
in.”  What  do  we  have  to  fear  from  the 
Soviets?  Let  us  discontinue  this  talk 
and  get  down  to  practical,  realistic  hu¬ 
manitarian  thinking  on  this  matter. 

I  cannot  understand  why  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Foreign  Affairs  did  not  bring  in 
this  appropriation  in  their  mutual  se¬ 
curity  legislation.  This  matter  has  been 
under  consideration  for  some  time.  It 
rightfully  belongs  in  the  Foreign  Affairs 
Committee  and  not  the  Agriculture 
Committee.  If  Foreign  Affairs  Commit¬ 
tee  recommended  $71  million  in  the  ap¬ 
propriations  bill  why  did  they  not  bring 
in  $171  million  to  take  care  of  Pakistan 
wheat. 

Then  the  other  question  that  I  would 
like  to  have  answered  is  the  distribution 
of  this  wheat  to  Pakistan.  How  is  it 
going  to  be  handled?  I  presume  it  will 
be  handled  as  it  has  been  in  the  past. 
We  will  send  $100  million  worth  of  wheat 
over  there  and  pay  the  freight  and  the 
Government  of  Pakistan  will  take  over 
the  wheat  upon  delivery  and  in  turn  will 
sell  the  wheat  to  the  people.  They  will 
then  impound  the  money  to  be  used  for 
purposes  of  economic  rehabilitation  of 
that  country,  and  to  balance  their  budg¬ 
et  and  to  stabilize  their  currency.  That 
is  what  is  questionable  in  my  mind;  how 
is  this  wheat  to  be  distributed.  That  is 
why  I  am  concerned  about  this  matter 
as  to  whether  or  not  the  people  who  are 
hungry  and  starving  will  actually  get 
the  wheat.  Whether  the  starving  peo¬ 
ple  who  have  no  money  to  buy  will  get 
the  wheat  is  what  is  troubling  me.  Cer¬ 
tainly  the  American  people  want  to  help 
these  people  and  also  we  want  to  be  sure 
it  will  reach  the  hungry  people  for  whom 
it  is  intended. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  The 
time  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  has  expired. 


Mr.  SCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  2 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  HalleckL 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Speaker,  this 
matter  of  trying  to  help  out  these  friend¬ 
ly  people  in  Pakistan  has  been  under 
consideration  by  responsible  people  in 
the  Government  for  a  long  time.  It  has 
been  very  carefully  considered.  Let  me 
'  remind  you  that  the  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  [Mr.  Judd],  I  think,  has 
spoken  very  well  of  the  situation  in 
Pakistan.  He  has  clearly  demonstrated 
their  need. 

It  is  true  this  bill  provides  for  the 
replenishing  of  the  money  to  come  out 
of  Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  but 
when  this  matter  was  discussed  there  was 
question  as  to  which  agency  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  would  be  charged  with  it,  and 
that  had  to  be  resolved.  Beyond  that, 
and  let  us  just  be  frank  about  it,  what 
I  am  going  to  say  here  will  be  better  said 
by  others — but  I  do  not  want  a  miscon¬ 
ception  to  get  abroad  about  this  matter. 
And  possibly  I  should  not  want  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  Pakistan  to  think  that  we  are 
giving  them  something  that  is  going  to 
go  to  waste  anyway.  But  the  fact  is, 
we  have  wheat  running  out  of  our  ears. 
There  is  scheduled  to  follow  this  meas¬ 
ure,  if  we  do  not  take  up  the  trip-leas¬ 
ing  bill  next,  a  proposal  to  alleviate  the 
tremendous  cutback  in  wheat  quotas. 
Why?  Because  the  surplus  stocks  of 
wheat  are  going  up  by  leaps  and  bounds. 
We  are  talking  now,  if  we  have  not  al¬ 
ready  done  it,  about  putting  wheat  in 
ships  on  the  Hudson  River.  You  know 
what  happens  when  you  put  wheat  in  a 
steel  ship  in  the  Hudson  River.  In  a  lit¬ 
tle  while  it  is  not  going  to  be  too  good.  In 
otherwords,  it  would  not  be  very  good 
public  relations  for  this  great  country 
of  ours  to  hold  on  to  a  tremendous  sur¬ 
plus  supply  of  food  grain,  and  at  the 
same  time  let  a  friendly  people  starve. 
That  is  exactly  what  the  situation  will  be. 

With  all  respect  to  those  who  talk 
about  the  fiscal  situation  at  home,  may 
I  say  I  have  been  taking  quite  a  bit  of 
heat  on  that  score  as  the  appropriation 
bills  have  come  along,  and  I  have  been 
willing  to  get  up  and  take  it.  But  I  do 
not  believe  this  bill  involves  that  con¬ 
sideration  because,  as  I  say,  it  has  to  do 
with  helping  a  friendly  nation  with  a 
resource  that  we  have  in  such  quan¬ 
tities  that  we  do  not  know  what  to  do 
with  it.  In  the  final  analysis,  I  do  not 
believe  this  bill  will  cost  us  anything  like 
$100  million.  So  I  say  we  should  go 
on  with  the  adoption  of  this  rule  and 
to  the  enactment  of  this  bill  with  such 
amendments  as  may  be  deemed  to  prop¬ 
erly  meet  whatever  situation  exists. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  yield  the  remaining  time  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Barden]. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Will  the  gentleman  try 
to  explain  to  us  whether  this  is  a  gift  or 
a  loan,  and  after  this  action  is  taken, 
how  the  wheat  is  going  to  be  distributed 
and  where  they  are  going  to  collect  the 
money,  and  what  they  are  going  to  do 
with  the  money  they  collect  in  Pakistan 


after  they  sell  the  wheat?  We  would 
like  to  know  some  of  these  things. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  These  folks  advo¬ 
cating  this  bill  have  been  talking  an  hour 
on  this  subject,  and  they  are  suppose  to 
know  something  about  it.  They  have 
not  given  us  that  information  so  how 
can  you  expect  me  to  do  it  in  5  minutes? 
I  am  also  interested  in  getting  the  in¬ 
formation  to  which  the  gentleman 
refers. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  I  have  great  respect  for 
the  gentleman.  I  realize  that  he  knows 
a  great  deal. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  thank  the  gentleman 
for  the  compliment. 

I  have  listened  with  a  great  deal  of  in¬ 
terest  to  this  matter.  I  have  listened 
to  Dr.  Judd,  my  friend  from  Minnesota, 
who  is  a  most  delightful  gentleman.  I 
must  express  my  disagreement  with  him. 
To  follow  the  policy  outlined  by  him 
would  be  for  us  to  assume  responsibility 
for  a  good  portion  of  the  world  and 
everywhere  some  group  threatened  to 
riot  to  give  them  millions  of  dollars. 
That,  to  my  mind,  might  be  construed 
as  placing  a  premium  on  rioting. 

I  do  not  know  whether  this  proposal  is 
on  the  basis  of  charity  or,  as  the  dis¬ 
tinguished  majority  leader  says,  because 
we  have  so  much  of  everything  we  must 
give  it  away  in  order  to  produce  some 
more  of  the  same  thing;  nor  do  I  know 
just  how  many  have  in  their  minds  that 
if  we  do  not  give  this  wheat  the  Kremlin 
will  move  in.  But  I  want  to  say  this. 
I  have  had  an  urge  to  say  it  for  several 
days  around  here.  When  I  asked  one 
of  the  responsible  men  on  the  Foreign 
Affairs  Committee  handling  the  foreign- 
aid  bill  how  much  a  particular  country 
was  going  to  get  under  that  $5  billion 
bill  passed  here  Friday  his  reply  to  me 
was,  “That  was  classified  information.” 
When  you  are  giving  away  the  American 
taxpayer’s  money,  his  duly  elected  Rep¬ 
resentative  should  not  be  given  an  an¬ 
swer  of  that  kind.  He  is  going  to  want 
the  whole  truth,  and  will  not  be  satis¬ 
fied  with  a  little  classified  information. 
The  term  “classified  information”  is  a 
high-sounding  term  brought  up  here  by 
the  State  Department  which  in  plain 
English  means  secret  information.  Five 
billion  dollars  is  five  thousand  million 
dollars  of  taxpayers’  money.  That  is  no 
secret. 

I  believe  I  am  as  charitable  as  any 
man  in  this  House.  I  was  raised  in  that 
atmosphere.  I  have  never  changed  my 
attitude  in  that  regard.  But  I  have 
never  regarded  myself  as  being  commis¬ 
sioned  as  a  Member  of  this  body  to  come 
here  to  give  away  my  folks’  money  in 
any  such  manner  as  we  have  been  called 
upon  to  do — Friday,  five  billion — today, 
one  hundred  million.  That  is  too  fast 
and  furious  for  me. 

I  do  not  think  there  is  a  Member  in 
this  House  who  does  not  know  that  there 
are  limitations  in  the  Constitution  as  to 
what  we  can  levy  taxes  for.  I  think  we 
are  all  aware  of  that. 

Now,  what  are  we  going  to  do?  We 
will  give  this  away  and  give  that  away, 
and  then  pay  day  is  coming.  I  have 
seen  the  time  when  this  has  happened; 
a  lot  of  your  taxpayers  will  not  be  able 
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to  pay  the  last  year’s  taxes,  because  the 
year  in  which  they  are  living  has  been 
one  in  which  they  have  had  reverses. 
And  for  the  very  money  that  we  are  giv¬ 
ing  away  the  tax  collector  will  move  up, 
foreclose  that  man’s  home,  and  put  him 
and  his  family  out  in  the  street. 

You  can  laugh  at  that,  my  friends, 
but  it  will  not  be  funny  when  someone 
asks  you  if  you  took  part  in  making  that 
possible. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  was  not  laughing  at 
the  gentleman.  I  was  wondering 
whether  he  would,  if  we  substituted  cot¬ 
ton  for  wheat,  make  the  same  speech. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  certainly  would,  and 
my  actions  and  my  record  will  prove 
that,  sir. 

•Mr.  SCOTT.  I  assure  the  gentleman 
I  am  glad  to  hear  it. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  The  gentleman  is  not 
just  glad  to  hear  it;  he  knew  it  all  the 
time,  so  far  as  that  is  concerned.  My 
statements  now  are  no  different  from 
those  I  have  been  making  for  the  past 
several  years. 

If  you  are  going  to  give  away  $100 
million  of  taxpayers’  money  then,  all 
right.  You  can  do  it,  but  I  am  conscien¬ 
tiously  opposed  to  it.  I  love  the  people  of 
Pakistan  and  the  people  all  over  the 
world  just  as  much  as  does  anybody  in 
this  House.  If  we  want  to  reach  down 
into  our  own  pockets  and  ’  give  away 
something  that  belongs  to  ourselves  then 
O.K.  But  I  will  not  take  what  belongs  to 
someone  else  and  give  it  away  to  foreign 
countries  all  over  the  world.  I  cannot  go 
along  with  that. 

The  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
says  in  plain  English: 

The  Congress  shall  have  power  to  lay  and 
collect  taxes,  duties,  Imposts  and  excises,  to 
pay  the  debts  and  provide  for  the  common 
defense  and  general  welfare  of  the  United 
States. 

I  accept  that  language,  I  took  an  oath 
to  support  that  language — and  regard¬ 
less  of  how  much  I  personally  would  like 
to  help  Pakistan  I  do  not  think  and  no 
one  has  dared  argue  that  the  purpose  for 
which  this  $100  million  worth  of  wheat 
is  to  be  used  comes  within  the  limits 
placed  upon  us  by  the  Constitution, 
whether  we  like  it  or  not. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  that  the  gentleman  from 
Wisconsin  [Mr.  Kersten]  may  extend 
his  remarks  at  this  point  in  ’the  Record 
and  include  extraneous  matter. 

The  SPEAKER  pro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  of  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  "wish  to  include  with  my  re¬ 
marks  several  communications  that  I 
have  in  connection  with  House  Resolu¬ 
tion  231.  They  are  samples  of  many 
others  that  I  have  received. 

The  Estonian  National 
Committee  in  the  United  States, 

New  York,  N.  Y.,  May  12,  1953. 
The  Honorable  Charles  J.  Kersten, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Sir:  We  have  learned  with  great  pleasure 
that  you  have  submitted  to  the  House  of 


Representatives  Resolution  No.  231  asking 
for  the  creation  of  a  committee  to  conduct 
a  complete  investigation  of  the  seizure  of 
the  Baltic  States  by  Soviet  Russia. 

Your  resolute  step  is  greatly  appreciated 
by  all  Estonians. 

Needless  to  say  that  we  are  willing  to  pro¬ 
duce  any  available  evidence  required  in  this 
matter. 

In  this  connection  we  enclose  for  your  in¬ 
formation  a  copy  of  our  communication  to 
the  President  of  the  United  States  of  May 
9,  expressing  our  attitude  toward  the  Soviet 
so-called  peace  offensive. 

Respectfully, 

Juhan  Vasar, 
n  President. 

United  Lithuanian 
Relief  Fund  of  America,  Inc., 

Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  June  11,  1953. 
Hon.  Charles  J.  Kersten, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Kersten:  Please  accept  our  heart¬ 
felt  appreciation  for  introducing  to  the  83d 
Congress  House  Resolution  231  to  alleviate 
the  suffering  of  the  Baltic  Republics. 

I  hope  that  you  will  succeed  and  carry  this 
bill  through  as  you  did  wonderful  work  in 
securing  funds  for  escapees. 

With  high  esteem,  I  am 
Respectfully  yours, 

Rt.  Rev.  Joseph  B.  Konchts, 

National  President. 

Latvian  National  Center 
in  the  United  States  of  America, 

Boston,  Mass.,  May  13,  1953. 
Hon.  Charles  J.  Kersten, 

Fifth  District,  Wisconsin, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Sir:  Getting  acquainted  with  your 
resolution  introduced  in  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  on  January  14, 1953,  and  with  your 
accompanying  letter  with  comments  on  it, 
the  Latvian  National  Center  in  the  United 
States,  whose  principal  aim  is  its  fight 
against  communism  and  the  liberation  of 
Latvia,  wants  to  express  deep  appreciation, 
sympathy,  and  admiration  to  the  unfailing 
strategy  stressed  by  you  in  your  splendid 
resolution. 

This  resolution,  if  passed,  is  a  hopeful  sign 
that  the  first  victims  of  the  Communist  tyr¬ 
anny — the  Baltic  States — will  regain  their 
lost  freedom  again.  Knowing  communism, 
we  are  absolutely  convinced  that  world  com¬ 
munism  can  be,  and  must  be,  destroyed.  Be¬ 
cause  that  is  the  only  way  to  freedom  and 
peace. 

Bearing  this  in  mind  and  desiring  to  be  an 
active  member  in  the  American  Nation’s  fight 
against  communism,  the  Latvian  National 
Center  in  the  United  States  is  willing  to  sup¬ 
port  your  resolution  by  all  means,  and  here¬ 
by  offers  to  you,  sir,  and  to  the  Congress,  a 
close  cooperation. 

The  Latvian  National  Center  has  skilled 
groups  in  Sweden  and  West  Germany  to  get 
in  touch  with  the  men  of  the  Latvian  under¬ 
ground  resistance  movement  behind  the  Iron 
Curtain,  as  well  as  skilled  persons  in  the 
United  States  and  in  other  countries  to  fur¬ 
ther  successful  psychological  war  against 
communism. 

We  would  be  able  to  submit  (1)  informa¬ 
tion  on  events  in  Soviet-occupied  Latvia;  (2) 
statements  and  other  documents  concerning 
terror  and  genocide  in  Soviet-occupied  Lat¬ 
via;  (3)  ideas,  as  well  as  practical  sugges¬ 
tions,  to  fight  communism,  especially  in  the 
Baltic  States. 

It  is  understood  that  we  would  be  able  to 
do  all  this  only  if  we  can  facilitate  our  skilled 
men  with  necessary  means,  lack  of  which 
until  now  has  been  the  biggest  obstacle  to 
our  activities  in  the  field  of  Intelligence. 
However,  we  have  done  our  best,  and  we  hope 
that  some  day  a  better  chance  will  come. 

As  to  Ideological  warfare  against  commu¬ 
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nism,  we  are  in  full  readiness  to  develop 
full-scale  activities. 

Very  sincerely  yours, 

Valdemars  Lambergs, 

Member  of  Executive  Board,  Public 
Relations,  Latvian  National  Cen¬ 
ter  in  United  States. 

Committee  for  a  Free  Latvia, 

New  York,  N.  Y„  May  15,  1953. 
Hon.  Charles  J.  Kersten, 

House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Representative:  With  reference 
to  Resolution  231  submitted  by  you  to  the 
House  of  Representatives  to  create  a  Select 
Committee  To  Conduct  a  Full  and  Complete 
Investigation  and  Study  of  the  Seizure  and 
Forced  Incorporation  of  the  Baltic  States 
by  the  U.  S.  S.  R.,  I  have  the  honor  on  be¬ 
half  of  the  Committee  for  a  Free  Latvia  to 
thank  you  and  to  express  our  conviction 
that  the  examination  will  prove  that  Soviet 
claims  are  only  a  shameless  assertion  to  cover 
a  ruthless  violation  of  the  international  law. 

You  may  be  sure  that  Latvians  will  be 
watching  further  development  with  true 
and  great  interest. 

We  will  be  only  too  glad  to  supply  you 
with  information  and  materials  that  are  in 
our  possession  what  concerns  the  above 
rpatter. 

Yours  sincerely, 

Dr.  Vilis  Masens, 

Chairman. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  yield  the 
remainder  of  the  time  to  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Springer]. 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
thought  much  about  this  thing.  I  believe 
that  my  record  for  economy  during  the 
last  Congress  is  about  as  good  as  any¬ 
body’s  in  the  House.  At  least  1  national 
organization  placed  me  among  the  30 
who  had  a  perfect  voting  record  for 
economy  out  of  531  Members  of  the 
House  and  Senate;  so  I  am  not  approach¬ 
ing  this  in  any  light  vein.  To  me  there 
seems  to  be  an  interest  above  a  purely 
selfish  one.  There  is  the  appeal  of  the 
humanitarian  interest  and  there  is  an 
approach  from  the  undisputed  interest 
of  the  Nation. 

First  of  all,  it  seems  to  me  that  here 
today  on  this  floor  we  have  got  to  realize 
that  in  the  Far  East  there  are  only  2 
countries  on  which  we  can  rely,  and  1  of 
them  is  Pakistan.  Whether  or  not  you 
vote  for  this  wheat  today  is  not  going 
to  make  a  difference  in  Pakistan’s  love 
for  the  United  States.  Even  though  she 
does  not  get  this  wheat  she  is  not  going 
to  turn  against  the  United  States,  for 
she  has  gone  on  recoi'd  and  been  on  rec¬ 
ord  as  being  against  the  Kremlin  ever 
since  the  nation  of  Pakistan  came  into 
being. 

Pakistan  has  a  well-trained  standing 
army  that  guards  some  of  the  very  im¬ 
portant  passes  through  the  mountains. 
Pakistan  is  becoming  of  increasing  im¬ 
portance  to  the  West.  I  say  that  in  her 
you  certainly  have  one  ally  on  whom  we 
can  depend  if  we  had  to  call  on  her.  I 
am  not  so  sure  about  the  rest  of  them, 
but  I  do  feel  pretty  sure  about  Pakistan. 

In  the  second  place  about  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  transportation  that  was  raised 
by  my  colleague;  that  is  complicated  by 
the  Mutual  Security  Act.  The  Mutual 
Security  Act  requires  that  this  food  and 
relief  material — 50  percent  of  it  must  be 
carried  in  American  bottoms.  The  Mu¬ 
tual  Security  Act  is  permanent  legisla¬ 
tion;  it  is  mandatory  under  the  act  that 
we  carry  50  percent  of  this  wheat  in. 
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American  bottoms;  and  we  must  pay  for 
it  in  American  dollars. 

Of  course,  Pakistan  could  carry  it  in 
foreign  bottoms  if  it  were  necessary,  but 
they  do  not  have  the  dollars  with  which 
to  pay  this  carrying  charge.  It  would 
cost  $20  million,  as  I  understand,  if  this 
grain  were  carried  in  American  bottoms, 
but  if  it  were  carried  in  foreign  bottoms 
it  would  cost  only  about  $10  million. 

They  do  not  have  the  dollars.  They 
are  in  the  sterling  area  and  they  can 
carry  it  if  they  pay  carriage  charges  in 
sterling.  But  they  have  no  dollars,  and 
such  situations  have  not  worked  very 
well  in  other  similar  cases  in  the  past. 
Remember,  again,  that  the  Mutual  Secu¬ 
rity  Act  makes  it  mandatory  that  50  per¬ 
cent  of  this  grain  go  in  American  bot¬ 
toms.  That  is  the  problem  that  is  pre¬ 
sented  to  you,  how  to  carry  this  wheat 
to  Pakistan.  They  simply  do  not  have 
the  dollars  or  the  exchange  with  which 
to  carry  it  in  American  bottoms  and  pay 
for  it  in  American  dollars. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  time  of  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Illinois  has  expired;  all 
time  has  expired. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  the 
previous  question. 

The  previous  question  was  ordered. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  into  the  Commit¬ 
tee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  Union  for  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  (H.  R.  5659)  to  provide  for  the  trans¬ 
fer  of  price-support  wheat  to  Pakistan. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  consid¬ 
eration  of  the  bill  H.  R.  5659,  with  Mr. 
Ellsworth  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  first  read¬ 
ing  of  the  bill  was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  my¬ 
self  15  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  as  the  gentleman  from 
Indiana  [Mr.  Halleck]  has  already 
stated,  this  is  a  matter  which  has  re¬ 
ceived  a  great  deal  of  consideration  in 
the  executive  branch  of  the  Government; 
it  has  been  the  subject  of  thorough  hear¬ 
ings  in  the  Committee  on  Agriculture, 
and  I  do  not  believe  there  is  reason  for 
anyone  to  think  that  it  has  not  been 
considered  fully  and  that  all  aspects  of 
it  have  not  been  thoroughly  studied. 
The  matter  comes  to  the  Congress 
through  a  message  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States  asking  that  appro¬ 
priate  legislation  be  introduced  to  pro¬ 
vide  for  the  transfer  of  not  to  exceed 
1  million  tons  of  wheat  to  Pakistan,  of 
which  700,000  tons  is  expected  to  be  used 
to  alleviate  famine  and  starvation  and 
not  to  exceed  300,000  tons  used  to  build 
up  a  reserve  if  necessary. 

The  question  has  been  raised,  and  I 
think  properly,  as  to  why  this  legislation 
comes  from  the  Committee  on  Agricul¬ 
ture  rather  than  the  Committee  on  For¬ 
eign  Affairs.  The  answer  to  that  is 'that 
this  is  a  measure  which  deals  with  com¬ 
modities  owned  by  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  and  for  that  reason  it  was 
referred  to  the  committee  which  has 
Jurisdiction  over  that  matter. 


If  you  will  read  the  bill,  you  will  find 
it  shows  clearly  what  disposition  will 
be  made  of  this  wheat  and  the  conditions 
under  which  it  is  to  be  delivered  to  the 
people  of  Pakistan.  As  to  the  situation 
which  now  exists  thei'e,  let  me  say  that 
Pakistan  is  a  nation  normally  self- 
sufficient  so  far  as  the  production  of 
wheat  is  concerned.  But  it  has  been 
suffering  for  the  past  2  years  from  a  most 
severe  drought  so  that  while  the  normal 
production  of  wheat  in  that  country  is 
about  147  million  bushels,  production 
was  reduced  this  year  to  115  million 
bushels  and  further  reduced  this  year  to 
103  million  bushels.  That  is  a  par¬ 
ticularly  serious  situation  because  wheat 
constitutes  the  main  item  of  diet  of 
the  people  of  Pakistan.  Even  in 
normal  times  they  were  just  barely 
over  the  margin  as  far  as  produc¬ 
tion  of  wheat  was  concerned.  With 
normal  crops  they  have  an  export¬ 
able  surplus  of  only  3  or  4  percent. 
So  it  can  readily  be  seen  that  when  we 
have  2  successive  drought  years,  as  has 
been  the  case  in  Pakistan,  it  very  seri¬ 
ously  and  immediately  affects  the  food 
supply  of  the  country. 

The  question  has  been  raised  here  as 
to  whether  or  not  this  is  a  gift,  and  if  so 
what  is  its  purpose?  I  think  that  that 
question  very  easily  can  be  answered  by 
saying  that  it  is  a  gift  to  a  friendly  na¬ 
tion,  a  nation  which  is  on  our  side,  as 
far  as  the  current  world  situation  is  con¬ 
cerned;  not  a  gift  for  the  purpose  of 
buying  good  will,  but  a  gift  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  strengthing  an  ally  and  a  friend. 
The  strategic  position  of  Pakistan  has 
been  pointed  out  already  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota.  Others  have 
spoken  of  the  splendid  army  that  they 
have  in  Pakistan — a  strong  Pakistan  is 
a  source  of  strength  to  the  free  nations 
of  the  world.  But  a  country  whose 
people  are  ravaged  by  famine,  by  short¬ 
ages  of  food,  is  not  a  strong  country  or 
a  dependable  ally  not  because  the  spirit 
is  not  willing  but  because  the  flesh  is 
weak. 

Now,  the  provisions  in  this  bill  state 
very  briefly  the  terms  upon  which  this 
assistance  is  to  be  granted.  It  provides 
that  no  wheat  shall  be  delivered  except 
under  certain  conditions,  those  condi¬ 
tions  are  set  out  in  section  3  of  the  bill. 
They  provide,  among  other  things,  that 
this  wheat  must  be  distributed  to  the 
people  of  Pakistan  without  discrimina¬ 
tion  and  it  must  be  supplied  free  of 
cost  to  persons  who  are  unable  to  pur¬ 
chase  it.  It  provides  that  its  distribu¬ 
tion  must  be  given  full  and  continuous 
publicity  as  being  assistance  furnished  by 
the  people  of  the  United  States.  It  pro¬ 
vides  also  that  we  may  have  representa¬ 
tives  there  to  observe  without  restric¬ 
tion  the  distribution  of  the  commodity. 
Then  there  is  a  further  provision  which 
will  answer  some  of  the  questions  that 
have  been  asked  on  this  matter  today, 
and  that  is  What  is  to  become  of  the 
funds  that  are  collected  when  this  wheat 
is  sold? 

Those  funds  are  to  be  deposited  in  a 
special  account  and  they  must  be  used 
in  bringing  about  increased  food  pro¬ 
duction  in  the  country.  Pakistan  is  a 
country  with  a  small  amount  of  rain¬ 


fall.  Much  of  their  agriculture  is  under 
irrigation,  and  it  is  my  understanding 
that  the  purpose  for  which  these  funds 
will  be  used  will  be  to  assist  in  develop¬ 
ing  irrigation  works  and  in  improving 
methods  of  agricultural  production  in 
that  country  so  as  to  increase  their 
ability  to  produce  their  own  food. 

Certainly  no  more  constructive  way 
could  be  found  for  using  those  funds. 
All  of  this  money  will  be  used  for  that 
purpose  except  5  percent  which  will  be 
allocated  to  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  to  pay  our  expenses  in 
overseeing  the  administration  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  in  that  country. 

Pakistan  also  agrees  that  if  this  wheat 
is  delivered  that  it  will  pursue  all  appro¬ 
priate  measures  to  reduce  its  relief  needs 
and  to  increase  production  and  supply 
and  improve  the  distribution  of  food¬ 
stuffs  so  as  to  lessen  the  danger  of  similar 
emergencies  in  the  future. 

The  question  has  been  asked  as  to 
whether  this  is  a  precedent  of  any  kind. 
I  do  not  think  that  any  of  these  relief 
measures  are  necessarily  precedents.  I 
think  we  have  to  deal  with  every  one 
of  them  on  the  basis  of  the  situation  that 
exists  at  any  particular  time.  In  the 
case  of  Pakistan  the  records,  if  you  go 
back  many  years  as  far  as  weather  is 
concerned,  show  that  they  have  never 
had  more  than  2  successive  years  of 
drought,  so  it  is  to  be  anticipated  if 
we  take  care  of  this  present  acute  sit¬ 
uation,  and  if  they  are  able  to  improve 
their  system  of  food  production  and  dis¬ 
tribution,  we  are  not  likely  to  be  called 
upon  at  any  time  soon  for  a  similar 
emergency  in  Pakistan. 

I  said  in  the  beginning  that  this  meas¬ 
ure  had  been  very  carefully  considered 
in  the  executive  branch  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment.  We  had  before  us  at  the  hear¬ 
ings  the  Secretary  of  State,  who  has  only 
lately  returned  from  a  trip  to  Pakistan. 
We  had  with  us  Governor  Stassen,  the 
Administrator  of  the  mutual-aid  pro¬ 
gram,  who  accompanied  Secretary  Dulles 
to  Pakistan  and  had  an  opportunity  to 
study  the  situation  at  first  hand. 

We  also  had  before  us  Dr.  Harry 
Reed,  of  Purdue  University,  one  of  the 
best -versed  men  in  agriculture  in  the 
United  States,  who  was  sent  to  Pakis¬ 
tan  by  our  Government  to  personally 
check  up  on  this  situation  and  ascer¬ 
tain  just  what  it  might  be  as  far  as  the 
need  for  wheat  was  concerned.  Dr. 
Reed  spent  3  or  4  weeks  in  that  country. 
He  was  accompanied  by  an  associate 
from  Purdue,  Dr.  Volk,  an  eminent  ag¬ 
ronomist.  Our  agricultural  attache  in 
Pakistan,  who  had  previously  made  a 
study  of  the  matter  and  recommended 
that  we  send  a  quantity  of  wheat  to  Pak¬ 
istan,  accompanied  them  in  the  study 
which  they  made  of  the  situation.  So  I 
say  that  this  is  a  matter  which  was 
studied  very,  very  carefully  before  any 
request  was  made  of  the  Congress  to 
take  any  action. 

Now  I  want  to  refer  to  the  wheat  sur¬ 
plus  in  this  country.  We  will  have  on 
July  1  a  wheat  carryover  of  575  million 
bushels.  The  June  10  estimate  of  wheat 
production  in  this  country  for  1953  calls 
for  1,132,000,000  bushels  of  wheat,  which 
will  give  us  a  supply  for  the  coming  year 
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of  1,700,000,000  bushels  of  wheat.  It  is 
expected  that  our  normal  exports  and 
domestic  consumption  will  take  up  about 
1  billion  bushels,  so  that  by  July  1,  1954, 
we  will  have  a  carryover  of  about  700 
million  bushels.  Therefore,  we  have 
ample  wheat,  and  I  am  glad  we  do,  be¬ 
cause  it  is  a  source  of  strength  to  this 
country.  The  way  we  use  those  supplies 
can  be  made  a  further  source  of  strength 
to  this  country.  If  we  do  what  we  are 
proposing  to  do  in  this  bill,  divert  those 
supplies  to  a  friendly  ally  which  is  now 
in  distress,  in  order  to  increase  the 
strength  of  that  ally,  then  I  think  we 
are  making  the  best  possible  use  of  this 
bountiful  supply  of  W'heat  which  divine 
providence  has  made  possible  for  this 
'  country. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Kansas.  I  would  like 
to  know  whether  or  not  the  storage  fa¬ 
cilities  in  this  country  are  being  cramped 
at  this  time,  whether  we  need  to  get  this 
wheat  out  of  this  country  in  order  to 
make  room  for  the  wheat  that  is  com¬ 
ing? 

Mr.  HOPE.  Out  in  the  gentleman’s 
district  and  in  my  district  they  are  piling 
wheat  on  the  ground  today. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  The  gentleman  is  not 
saying  we  should  cure  a  surplus  storage 
problem  in  this  country  by  giving  our 
wheat  and  corn  and  everything  else 
away? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  am  saying  we  have  a 
great  deal  of  wheat  in  this  country,  and 
that  the  problem  of  storage  is  a  difficult 
one. 

Mr.  GROSS.  No  doubt  about  it,  but 
the  gentleman  is  not  advocating  giving 
this  wheat  away  to  other  countries  sim- 
pl  because  we  do  not  have  adequate  stor¬ 
age  facilities? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  am  advocating  giving 
away  wheat,  of  which  we  have  an  over¬ 
supply,  to  a  friendly  nation. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Did  not  Pakistan  sell 
surplus  wheat? 

Mr.  HOPE.  Pakistan  has  not  had  any 
surplus  of  wheat  for  2  years.  In  normal 
times  Pakistan  has  an  exportable  sur¬ 
plus,  I  understand,  of  four  or  five  million 
bushels  of  wheat. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Is  it  not  true  that  Paki¬ 
stan  in  1950  or  1951  sold  all  the  surplus 
wheat  she  had? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  think  they  have  re¬ 
tained  surplus  wheat  every  year. 

Mr.  GROSS.  They  retained  nothing 
for  safety  purposes  as  against  a  drought. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Perhaps  they  did  not  re¬ 
tain  enough. 

Mr.  GROSS.  No,  they  certainly  did 
not. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  California. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  In  the  event  wre  do 
not  give  this  wheat  to  Pakistan,  is  it 
likely  this  wheat  w'ould  be  spoiled  and 
have  to  be  wasted? 


Mr.  HOPE.  There  is  a  question  of  how 
long  we  can  keep  wheat  in  storage.  We 
have  no  wheat  that  is  spoiling  now  but 
we  have  wheat  in  some  pretty  poor  stor¬ 
age.  We  have  wheat  stored  in  boats  on 
the  Hudson  River  and  down  on  the  James 
River.  I  do  not  know  how  long  we  can 
keep  wheat  in  that  kind  of  storage.  Of 
course,  I  assume  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  is  going  to  do  the  best  job 
it  can  to  keep  that  wheat  in  good 
condition. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Is  there  not  a  likely 
chance  that  this  wheat  might  spoil,  if  we 
do  not  give  it  to  Pakistan? 

Mr.  HOPE.  There  is  always  a  chance 
that  some  of  our  surplus  supply  of  wheat 
will  spoil,  if  it  has  to  be  kept  too  long. 
I  cannot  think  of  anything  much  worse 
than  to  have  food  spoiling  in  this  country 
when  there  are  millions  of  hungry  people 
in  the  world. 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  I  ask  the  gentleman 
if  this  is  not  true,  just  for  the  informa¬ 
tion  of  the  House,  that  the  support  price 
on  Saturday  of  wheat  was  $2.36,  and  it 
was  selling  on  the  open  market  at  $1.83, 
and  the  day  before  it  had  been  selling  at 
$1.77  or  $1.78.  The  reason  it  jumped  up 
to  $1.83  was  because  the  Government 
now  allows  it  to  be  stored  on  the  ground 
and  pays  the  support  price.  Is  that  not 
true? 

Mr.  HOPE.  That  is  true. 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  May  I  ask  just  one 
further  question,  in  answer  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Iowa,  2  years  ago  Pakistan 
had  a  surplus  of  50,000  tons  of  wheat, 
which  it  offered  in  good  neighborliness  to 
sell  to  India.  India  at  that  time  refused 
to  buy  it.  Has  it  not  been  true  that  each 
year  .that  Pakistan  had  a  surplus,  they 
have  carried  over  some  of  the  wheat  until 
the  next  year,  and  also  for  planting  pur¬ 
poses?  Is  that  not  true  during  all  the 
years  that  they  have  had  a  surplus? 

Mr.  HOPE.  That  is  my  understanding. 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  Is  it  not  true  it  is 
not  possible  for  Pakistan  to  carry  over  a 
large  surplus  into  the  next  year  because 
the  storage  facilities  in  Pakistan  are 
quite  inadequate? 

Mr.  HOPE.  Yes,  and  also  because  of 
the  weather  conditions,  which,  I  think, 
make  it  very  difficult  to  store  wheat  for 
long  periods. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  would  like  to  get 
some  facts  on  this.  I  understand  you 
are  giving  this  wheat  to  the  Pakistan 
Government? 

Mr.  HOPE.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Now,  how  and  at  what 
price  does  the  Pakistan  Government 
make  it  available  to  the  people  who  need 
the  wheat  to  eat? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  think  that  figure  is  in 
the  hearings.  I  do  not  recall  it  exactly, 
but  they  are  not  selling  it  for  any  purpose 
of  making  a  profit  as  I  understand  it. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  If  the  gentleman  does 
not  know  the  figures,  how  could  he  reach 
the  conclusion  that  it  is  not  being  sold  for 
a  profit? 
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Mr.  HOPE.  I  have  seen  the  figures 
and  I  have  reached  the  conclusion  from 
the  figures. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  am  glad  the  gentle¬ 
man  is  taking  a  little  longer  time  because 
we  are  getting  down  to  some  information 
now  where  not  a  bit  of  information  has 
been  given  to  the  House.  You  are  ask¬ 
ing  Members  to  vote  on  a  bill  that  we 
really  do  not  know  what  it  is  all  about. 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  am  glad  to  give  the 
gentleman  any  information  I  can. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Is  there  any  provision 
for  the  regulation  of  the  price  that  the 
people  of  Pakistan  will  have  to  pay  the 
particular  administration  that  happens 
to  be  in  power? 

Mr.  HOPE.  The  bill  provides  that  we 
are  to  supervise  the  distribution  of  this 
wheat,  and  also  that  the  supplies  are  to 
be  furnished  free  of  cost  to  all  persons 
who  by  virtue  of  circumstances  beyond 
their  control  are  unable  to  pay  for  them, 
and  also  that  the  supplies  are  to  be  dis¬ 
tributed  without  discrimination  to  the 
people  of  Pakistan. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Does  that  mean  that 
the  Government  sells  this  wheat  to  the 
needy  people,  or  do  they  give  it  to  those 
who  are  starving? 

Mr.  HOPE.  They  are  giving  it  to  the 
needy  people  who  cannot  afford  to  pay, 
and  they  will  sell  it  to  the  people  who 
can  afford  to  pay. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  Is  there  any  detailed 
agreement  collateral  to  this  piece  of 
legislation?  Does  the  State  Department 
have  any  contract  with  Pakistan  that 
dovetails  with  this  bill  that  we  are 
passing? 

Mr.  HOPE.  The  wheat  is  not  to  be 
delivered  to  Pakistan  until  Pakistan  en¬ 
ters  into  an  agreement  to  comply  with 
the  conditions  that  are  set  out  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  will  say  frankly  to 
the  chairman  I  really  think  the  House 
is  entitled  to  some  of  the  detailed  infor¬ 
mation.  We  passed  a  $5  billion  bill  on 
Friday,  and  every  time  somone  would 
ask  a  question  about  how  much  money 
was  going  where,  it  was  called  classified 
information. 

Mr.  HOPE.  There  is  no  classified  in¬ 
formation  in  this  matter  that  I  know  of. 
What  does  the  gentleman  want  to  know? 

Mr.  BARDEN.  I  want  to  know  how 
this  wheat  that  we  are  parading  as  a 
great  generous  gift  from  the  American 
people  to  the  needy  people  of  Pakistan 
is  going  to  reach  the  people  who  actually 
need  it.  That  is  exactly  what  I  want 
to  know,  and  what  it  is  going  to  cost  us. 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  thought  I  had  told  the 
gentleman.  My  time  has  expired,  but 
I  will  be  glad,  under  the  5 -minute  rule, 
to  go  into  that,  if  the  gentleman  desires. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  10  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  shall,  with  great  re¬ 
luctance,  support  this  pending  measure. 
I  intend  however  to  support  an  amend¬ 
ment  which  will  be  offered  by  my  col¬ 
league  from  Texas  [Mr.  Poage],  the  ef¬ 
fect  of  which  will  be  to  require  the  Paki¬ 
stan  Government  to  pay  the  freight,  the 
ocean  freight,  on  the  wheat  from  here 
to  Karachi. 

There  is  something  strange  about  this 
situation.  I  doubt  if  .  ever  before  this 
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House  has  faced  a  situation  in  all  re¬ 
spects  similar  to  the  one  we  now  have 
before  us.  On  the  same  date,  June  16, 
1953,  these  two  bills  were  reported;  one 
by  the  House  Committee  on  Agriculture, 
H.  R.  5659,  and  the  other  by  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Foreign  Affairs,  H.  R.  5710. 

When  the  MSA  bill  was  before  the 
House  last  week,  there  was  a  substantial 
item  in  the  bill  for  India  and  Pakistan, 
$94,400,000.  We  had  a  right  to  assume 
that  the  members  of  that  great  com¬ 
mittee  on  Foreign  Affairs  had  with  great 
diligence  and  care  considered  all  the 
pertinent  facts  and  circumstances  in¬ 
volved  in  the  unfortunate  situation  in 
Pakistan.  Actually,  the  report  refers  to 
the  food  crisis  in  Pakistan  and  its  points 
out  the  fact  that  last  year  we  provided 
aid  only  to  the  extent  of  a  $15  million 
loan  to  Pakistan,  which  enabled  them  to 
weather  the  storm  and  prevent  undue 
hardship  in  that  country. 

When  the  bill  came  before  us,  we  were 
not  told  exactly  how  many  millions  of 
dollars  would  be  available  to  Pakistan, 
but  we  were  told  that  $94,400,000  would 
be  divided  in  some  fashion  between  the 
two  countries,  India  and  Pakistan. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield  to 
me  at  that  point? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  The 
report  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs  states  that  Pakistan  will  get 
$27,500,000. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  think  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota,  Dr.  Judd,  a 
member  of  .  the  committee,  told  us  that 
it  was  classified  information.  I  was  told 
a  moment  ago  by  a  member  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  that  it  was  $27  million,  but  I 
was  still  under  the  impression  that  it  was 
classified  and  therefore  I  did  not  quote 
it  for  the  record.  It  is  in  the  report, 
is  it? 

Mr.  JUDD.  It  is  in  the  report,  on 
page  13. 

Mr.  VORYS.  There  is  $109,900,000 
for  India  and  $27,500,000  for  Pakistan. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  am  certainly  not  in 
error  when  I  say  that  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Judd]  stated  be¬ 
fore  the  Committee  on  Rules  that  it 
was  classified  information. 

Mr.  JUDD.  At  that  time  it  was  classi¬ 
fied,  but  we  got  it  unclassified.  We  are 
at  the  mercy  of  the  people  downtown 
who  come  before  us  and  in  executive  ses¬ 
sion  tell  us  that  certain  information  is 
classified. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  am  not  objecting  to 
the  fact  that  the  information  was 
treated  as  classified  so  much  as  I  am  to 
the  fact  that  this  problem  is,  after  all, 
a  foreign-policy  problem.  Although  it 
came  to  our  committee,  actually  it 
should  have  gone  to  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs  and  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Affairs  should  have  been  given 
the  benefit  of  the  testimony  which  was 
offered  in  our  committee  room. 

I  should  like  for  some  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  to  tell  me* 
or  to  tell  this  House  now,  what  it  is  you 
know  about  the  situation  in  Pakistan  to¬ 
day  that  you  did  not  know  on  the  16th  of 


June.  At  that  time  Mr.  Dulles  had  re¬ 
turned  from  a  3-day  trip  to  this  far-dis¬ 
tant  country,  and  he  and  his  associates 
are  the  only  ones  who  supplied  our  com¬ 
mittee  with  any  information  as  to  the 
great  hardships  in  Pakistan. 

I  voted  to  report  the  bill  entirely  on 
the  strength  of  ex  parte  testimony,  which 
had  been  offered  to  our  committee  by 
Mr.  Dulles,  Mr.  Stassen,  and  Dr.  Harry 
Reed. 

I  know  that  charity  is  the  paramount 
of  all  virtues;  and  actuated  and  prompt¬ 
ed  by  the  impulses  of  charity,  I  want  to 
go  along  with  this  bill,  and  I  am  going  to 
vote  for  this  bill.  I  am  following  the 
dictates  of  my  own  conscience  and  lean¬ 
ing  a  little  to  the  side  of  charity. 

I  am  also  aware  of  the  fact,  as  was 
pointed  out  by  the  presiding  officer  a 
moment  ago,  the  majority  leader,  that 
we  do  have  wheat  running  out  of  our 
ears  and  our  storage  houses  are  bulging. 
It  would  not  do  for  us  to  permit  that 
wheat  to  deteriorate  and  to  rot  here  while 
in  a  troubled  world  other  people  are 
starving.  But  it  is  rather  strange  that 
$100  million  should  be  lopped  off  of  the 
MSA  bill  and  swung  on  to  this  bill  when 
I  know  that  the  situation  has  not  drasti¬ 
cally  changed  in  the  last  few  days.  Mr. 
Dulles  came  back.  He  did  not  see  any¬ 
body  starving;  and  I  am  not  unmindful 
of  the  fact  that  they  have  had  periods  of 
famine,  that  they  have  had  drought,  that 
they  need  wheat.  But  I  am  aware  of  the 
fact  that  we  did  not  give  wheat  to  India 
when  it  was  proposed  by  the  State  De¬ 
partment  that  it  should  be  given  to  India. 
At  the  time  we  passed  that  Indian  wheat 
bill  the  Democratic  Party  was  accused  of 
being  the  party  of  Santa  Claus.  Now, 
you  look,  here  comes  Santa  Claus,  Santa 
Claus  brings  and  delivers  his  gifts,  and 
that  is  what  it  is  proposed  here  that  we 
do,  that  we  take  this  $80  million  of 
wheat,  load  it  into  a  hundred  ships  and 
send  it  into  the  port  of  Karachi,  deliver 
it  and  pay  all  the  freight  from  our  stor¬ 
age  bins  to  the  city  of  Karachi.  All 
right;  if  we  are  going  to  be  Santa  Claus, 
let  us  be  Santa  Claus,  but  do  not  stand 
here  and  accuse  the  Democratic  Party 
of  being  the  party  of  Santa  Claus  when 
in  foreign  affairs — and  this  is  a  clear-cut 
example  of  it — you  are  going  us  one 
better. 

I  have  been  criticized  here  for  voting 
to  pour  millions  of  dollars  down  rat- 
holes  in  foreign  countries,  and  I  am 
going  to  vote  to  put  a  little  more  wheat 
down  another  rathole,  but  I  do  so  with  a 
clear  conscience  knowing  that  we  our¬ 
selves  have  an  abundance  and  our  allies 
across  the  sea  who  are  currently  sup¬ 
porting  our  cause  are  at  least  suffering 
in  some  degree. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  In  order  for  us  to 
maintain  good  standing  with  the  people 
of  India  does  not  the  gentleman  agree 
with  me  that  any  obligations  outstand¬ 
ing— and  I  understand  they  are  all  out¬ 
standing — by  the  Indian  Government  to 
our  Government  now  for  wheat  which 
we  let  them  have  some  time  ago  should 
be  canceled? 


Mr.  COOLEY.  I  do  not  think  anybody 
seriously  contemplates  a  repayment  by 
India. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Pakistan  and  In¬ 
dia  are  side  by  side. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Yes;  and  at  each 
other’s  throats.  I  would  like  to  suggest 
to  the  State  Department  that  perhaps 
the  Secretary  and  his  team  should  stay 
in  India  and  Pakistan  longer  than  3  days. 

What  about  the  people  of  Kashmir? 
They  stand  between  India  on  the  one 
side  and  Pakistan  on  the  other,  and  per¬ 
haps  the  people  of  Kashmir  do  not  want 
to  go  with  either.  Nobody  has  suggested 
that  Kashmir  have  an  opportunity  to 
remain  as  Kashmir  to  live  side  by  side 
with  the  other  nations  around  her;  and 
I  think  that  Kashmir  could  support  its 
own  economy  and  could  occupy  a  place 
among  the  nations  of  this  world,  but 
Kashmir  has  not  been  given  a  chance  to 
be  left  alone  to  run  her  own  affairs.  We 
are  prolonging  the  controversy,  giving 
to  India  2  years  ago,  giving  to  Pakistan 
now. 

When  the  Republicans  came  into 
power  we  were  told  that  there  was  going 
to  be  a  change.  If  there  has  been  any 
change  at  all  the  only  change  that  I  can 
see  is  that  you  have  changed  your  minds, 
and  in  the  field  of  foreign  aid  you  are 
going  the  Democrats  one  better. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I-  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Was  there 
any  testimony  before  your  committee  as 
to  the  financial  responsibility  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Pakistan? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Only  the  statement  by 
the  team  of  Dulles,  Stassen,  and  Dr.  Reed 
to  the  effect  that  they  had  to  use  so 
much  of  their  money  to  support  their 
currency  that  if  they  were  required  to 
pay  for  the  wheat  it  might  bring  them  to 
economic  instability. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  Was  there  any 
testimony  before  the  gentleman’s  com¬ 
mittee  about  the  great  private  wealth 
in  Pakistan,  the  wealth  of  individuals, 
the  wealth  of  spiritual  leaders,  for  ex¬ 
ample,  the  Agha  Khan  who  is  supported 
to  a  great  exent  by  their  poor  people 
who  are  now  in  need? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  No ;  no  such  testimony 
was  offered  before  our  committee.  I 
think  that  is  a  matter  which  would  more 
appropriately  come  for  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
Our  committee  is  not  accustomed  to 
dealing  with  matters  affecting  foreign 
affairs.  This  is  definitely  a  foreign-aid 
program  and  we  should  have  had  an  op¬ 
portunity  last  week  to  know  that  we  were 
going  to  be  asked  to  give  Pakistan  an 
additional  $100  million  to  tide  them  over 
during  this  emergency.  Last  year  they 
got  only  a  $15  million  loan — and  last 
week  we  gave  them  $27  million. 

Mr.  DEVEREUX.  The  gentleman 
made  a  statement  about  charity.  Is  he 
in  accord  with  the  belief  that  charity 
begins  at  home? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  am,  and  I  am  fully 
aware  of  the  situation  described  here  by 
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the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Fisher] 
a  moment  ago.  I  have  a  similar  situa¬ 
tion  in  my  own  home  county,  where  the 
people  have  had  their  crops  completely 
destroyed. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
myself  5  additional  minutes. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  is  no  provision 
in  Federal  law  that  grants  be  made  to 
my  constituents  for  the  hardships  they 
are  now  undergoing. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  In  the  wheat  for  India 
bill  of  1951,  I  believe  it  was,  an  amend¬ 
ment  was  inserted  by  the  House  that 
India  make  available  to  this  country 
strategic  materials. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Yes. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Does  the  gentleman 
know  what  happened  under  that  amend¬ 
ment? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  am  not  sure,  but  my 
impression  is  that  India  did  make  some 
concessions  and  we  did  receive  some 
strategic  materials  to  be  used  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  our  atomic-energy  program. 

Mr.  GROSS.  And,  of  course,  we  paid 
for  them. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  presume  so. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  The  gentleman  is  a 
member  of  the  Agricultural  Committee. 
Did  anybody  appearing  before  the  com¬ 
mittee  indicate  the  manner  in  which  this 
wheat  is  to  be  distributed,  whether  it  is 
going  to  reach  the  poverty-stricken  peo¬ 
ple? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Yes.  The  gentleman 
from  Kansas  [Mr.  Hope]  touched  on 
that  just  before  he  closed  his  statement. 
The  Government  of  Pakistan  shall  deter¬ 
mine  who  is  able  to  pay  and  who  is  not 
able  to  pay.  Those  who  are  not  able  to 
pay  will  receive  the  wheat  free  of  charge ; 
those  able  to  pay  will  be  required  to  pay 
under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  may 
be  laid  down  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States  when  he  makes  the  agree¬ 
ment  providing  for  delivery. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  The  gentleman 
keeps  saying  this  is  a  matter  that  should 
be  handled  by  the  Foreign  Affairs  Com¬ 
mittee. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  It  should  have  been. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  All  right.  Does  the 
gentleman  remember  only  a  year  or  two 
ago  when  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Burleson]  proposed  that  part  of 
these  materials  to  be  furnished  foreign 
countries  Come  from  the  surplus  com¬ 
modities  in  this  country  and  the  gentle¬ 
man  himself  opposed  it  because  these 
commodities  would  have  had  to  be 
charged  to  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration.  The  gentleman  said  then  that 
the  Agricultural  Committee  was  the 


only  committee  that  could  handle  those 
surplus  commodities. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  And  I  will  say  that  if 
you  amend  this  bill  and  charge  it  up  to 
agriculture  and  to  the  cause  of  agricul¬ 
ture  now,  I  will  vote  against  it  and  I 
think  every  member  of  the  Agricultural 
Committee  would  do  the  same  thing.  It 
is  not  fair  to  saddle  on  the  backs  of  the 
farmers  this  $100  million. 

Mr.  RICHARDS.  The  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  is  provided  for. 
There  is  a  charge  there. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  No.  The  bill  pro¬ 
vides  that  it  shall  be  bought  from  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation,  paid  for 
and  charged  to  foreign  aid. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Louisiana. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Is  there 
anything  in  the  bill  that  would  prohibit 
the  cost  of  this  transportation  being 
paid  out  of  the  proceeds  from  the  sale 
of  the  wheat  over  there  that  is  going  to 
be  sold  in  Pakistan? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  This  bill  only  contem¬ 
plates  payment  by  our  Government  of 
freight  charges  to  ship  side  at  the  ports 
where  it  will  be  shipped  out.  But  it 
does  not  require  the  Pakistan  Govern¬ 
ment  that  receives  the  benefit  of  the 
wheat  to  pay  the  ocean  freight. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  I  think 
the  gentleman  missed  the  point.  The 
bill  provides  that  some  of  this  wheat 
may  be  given  to  the  real  people  in  dis¬ 
tress,  the  other  part  of  it  that  it  can  be 
sold  to  the  government  of  Pakistan.  Is 
there  anything  in  the  bill  that  would 
prevent  the  government  of  Pakistan 
from  paying  the  freight  out  of  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  received  from  the  sale  of  the  part 
of  the  wheat  they  are  giving  to  the  peo¬ 
ple  over  there  that  have  the  money  to 
buy  the  wheat  and  who  can  afford  to 
pay  for  it? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  There  is  nothing  in  the 
bill  that  prevents  Pakistan  from  paying 
the  freight,  but,  certainly,  there  is  noth¬ 
ing  in  the  bill  that  requires  Pakistan 
to  pay  the  freight,  and  we  brought  this 
bill  out  here  after  having  received  testi¬ 
mony  from  Mr.  Stassen  to  the  effect  that 
the  Government  would  pay  the  freight 
out  of  MSA  funds. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  If  we 
adopt  an  amendment  which  requires 
them  to  pay  the  freight  out  of  the  sale 
of  the  wheat  that  they  are  selling  to 
their  own  people  that  have  the  money, 
that  can  afford  to  pay  for  it,  what  is 
wrong  with  that? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  That  is  going  to  be 
proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Foage]. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Kansas. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Of  course,  the  people  of 
Pakistan  pay  for  this  wheat,  out  of  the 
proceeds  of  the  sale,  with  rupees. 

Mr.  BROOKS  of  Louisiana.  Could 
they  not  get  some  of  the  EC  A  dollars? 

Mr.  HOPE.  And  I  do  not  know  of  any 
shipowners  that  would  take  their  pay  in 
rupees. 


Mr.  COOLEY.  This  contemplates  also 
counterpart  funds,  and  the  use  of  the 
rupees  will  be  under  the  direction  of  our 
Government. 

Mr.  HOPE.  And  in  Pakistan  that  is 
the  accepted  currency. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Is  it  not  also  true,  fol¬ 
lowing  what  the  gentleman  from  Kansas 
has  said,  that  the  testimony  showed  that 
it  was  necessary  to  use  these  funds  in 
order  to  rehabilitate  the  agriculture  of 
Pakistan  to  keep  this  thing  from  hap¬ 
pening  again? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  That  is  right,  and  the 
rupees  will  be  used  under  our  super¬ 
vision  from  the  counterpart  funds. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  They  can  use  those 
rupees  even  if  foreign  shippers  would 
not  accept  them. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  The 
$27  million  that  was  authorized  here  a 
few  days  ago  in  the  other  bill  will  be 
used  for  the  same  purpose  as  the  coun¬ 
terpart  funds  from  the  sale  of  the  wheat 
over  in  that  country. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Probably  so,  but  it 
seems  to  me  that  this  is  an  awfully  large 
gift  for  Pakistan,  even  though  she  has 
difficulties  and  she  is  an  ally.  I  cannot 
lead  myself  to  believe  that  this  is  not 
going  to  establish  some  sort  of  an  un¬ 
fortunate  precedent  which  is  going  to 
lead  to  our  making  similar  gifts  to  other 
people  throughout  the  world. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  The 
gentleman  recollects  that  I  asked  that 
question  of  the  Secretary,  and  also  Mr. 
Stassen,  and  they  said  it  would  not  es¬ 
tablish  any  precedent.  I  am  not  so  sure 
about  it,  but  I  did  want  to  get  that  as 
a  matter  of  record. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Notwithstanding  what 
they  said,  the  fact  remains  that  it  will 
be  a  precedent. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Let  us  take  a  look  at 
this  Pakistan  question.  In  World  War 
II  India  had  some  4,000,000  men  under 
arms.  Pakistan  made  quite  a  contri¬ 
bution  to  that.  How  many  men  does 
Pakistan  have  in  Korea  today? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  do  not  know,  I  am 
sure.  I  am  sorry  I  cannot  answer  that 
question. 

Mr.  GROSS.  You  can  just  about 
count  them  on  the  fingers  of  your  hand. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  have  every  reason 
to  believe  that  Pakistan  is  a  reliable  and 
trustworthy  Ally  and  that  the  people 
of  Pakistan  do  not  want  to  be  ennslaved, 
they  want  to  be  free  and  will  fight  in 
defense  of  freedom.  We  are  told  that 
Pakistan  has  a  formidable  force  of 
fighting  men  now  guarding  an  import¬ 
ant  pass  through  which  the  force  of  ag¬ 
gression  might  some  day  start  to  march. 
The  Nation  is  in  a  most  unusual  and  un¬ 
fortunate  situation,  divided  into  two 
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parts  with  a  thousand  miles  of  the  ter¬ 
ritory  of  India  in  between.  Kashmir  is 
likewise  in  an  unfortunate  situation.  If 
the  people  of  Kashmir  are  to  really  be 
considered  in  this  controversy,  it  seems 
to  me  that  instead  of  insisting  that  they 
should  join  either  India  or  Pakistan,  the 
forces  of  democracy  and  free  govern¬ 
ment  and  the  sponsors  of  the  right  of 
men  to  be  free  should  insist  that  the 
people  of  Kashmir  might  be  given  an 
opportunity  to  say  not  only  whether 
they  want  to  go  with  India  or  with 
Pakistan,  'but  should  also  be  given  a 
definite  right  to  say  whether  they  want 
to  remain  as  Kashmir,  free  and  un¬ 
attached  from  either  India  or  Pakistan. 
Why  can’t  these  wise  men  on  our  mis¬ 
sions  speak  out  for  the  people  of  Kash¬ 
mir  and  give  us  information  which  ap¬ 
parently  we  do  not  now  have.  If  this 
question  of  Kashmir  can  be  settled, 
perhaps  the  controversy  between  Pakis¬ 
tan  and  India  would  likewise  come  to  an 
early  end  and  the  people  of  that  area 
of  the  world  could  go  about  their  busi¬ 
ness  unafraid. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  10  minutes  to 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  PoageI. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to 
make  it  abundantly  plain  that  I  expect 
to  vote  for  this  wheat  to  the  Republic  of 
Pakistan.  I  voted  against  the  granting 
of  2  million  tons  of  wheat  to  India.  I 
thought  that  the  precedent  would  be 
bad.  When  we  voted  for  wheat  for  India 
I  stated  then  that  if  it  became  neces¬ 
sary — if  similar  circumstances  arose  in 
Pakistan,  I  felt'  that  Indian  action  would 
be  a  precedent.  Now  I  feel  that  we  must 
do  for  a  friendly,  neighboring  nation,  as 
much  as  we  did  for  India.  Consequently, 
conditions  having  arisen  as  they  have 
in  Pakistan,  I  expect  to  vote  to  give  Pak¬ 
istan  1  million  tons  of  wheat.  I  think 
they  need  it.  I  think  the  Pakistanis 
are  our  friends.  I  think  they  are  in  a 
position  to  do  us  more  good  than  any¬ 
body  in  that  part  of  the  world.  I  think 
the  gentleman  from  Minnesota,  Dr. 
Judd,  rather  clearly  explained  the 
situation  over  there  except  that  he  did 
not  point  out  that  India  and  Pakistan 
have  been  at  a  point  of  undeclared  war 
for  about  4  or  5  years. 

The  Pakistanian  people  feel,  and  I  am 
afraid  with  considerable  justification, 
that  our  grant  to  India  was  in  effect  a 
subsidization  of  the  Indian  army.  I  do 
not  think  we  ought  to  play  favorites  be¬ 
tween  nations.  I  do  not  think  we  ought 
to  do  for  India  more  than  we  do  for 
Pakistan.  I  know  that  the  people  of 
Pakistan  are  certainly  as  friendly  as  the 
people  of  any  other  nation  in  that  part 
of  the  world.  I  am  quite  sure  the  peo¬ 
ple  of  Pakistan  are  as  free  from  commu¬ 
nism  as  any  people  in  that  section  of  the 
world.  Therefore,  let  us  treat  Pakistan 
as  we  treated  India. 

That  does  not  mean,  however,  that  we 
should  use  a  grant  of  wheat  to  hungry 
people  as  a  vehicle  on  which  to  tie  a 
gift  to  a  group  of  American  shipowners 
or  a  group  of  American  seamen’s  unions. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  believe  that  it 
tarnishes  the  gift  that  we  propose  to 
make  to  these  people  to  use  it  as  a  means 
of  covering  up  a  grant,  a  direct  subsidy. 


a  gift  to  American  shipping  interests. 
So  it  is  my  intention  when  the  appro¬ 
priate  time  arrives  to  offer  an  amend¬ 
ment  which  will  make  it  perfectly  clear 
that  the  United  States  will  not  pay  any 
part  of  the  transportation  costs  beyond 
American  ports. 

In  other  words,  say  I  have  a  pretty 
good  watermelon  patch.  When  I  go  by 
my  neighbor’s  house,  I  suggest  he  come 
on  by  and  get  himself  a  load  of  melons. 
I  do  not  think  it  is  an  unneighborly  act, 
because  I  have  not  told  him  that  I  am 
going  to  bring  them  to  him,  to  chill  them, 
and  put  them  on  his  table.  I  do  not 
think  we  have  to  mill  this  wheat, 
although  the  millers  came  before  our 
committee  and  asked -that  we  give  them 
the  job  of  doing  it.  I  do  not  think  we 
have  to  grind  this  into  flour.  I  do  not 
think  we  have  to  make  this  into  cake. 
I  do  not  think  we  have  to  put  butter  and 
honey  on  the  bread,  although  both  but¬ 
ter  and  honey  are  surplus  commodities 
in  the  United  States.  I  do  not  think  we 
have  to  decorate  the  bread  with  tung 
nuts,  or  put  a  package  of  Camels  with 
each  biscuit  we  send  these  people.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  I  think  these  people  are 
hungry  for  some  wheat.  I  think  we 
ought  to  give  them  wheat.  We  ought 
to  let  them  have  what  they  need.  We 
should  not  use  their  need  as  an  excuse 
to  make  gifts  of  unknown  sums  to  Amer¬ 
ican  shipping  interests. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POAGE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Just  how  are  they  go¬ 
ing  to  pay  for  the  transportation?  The 
testimony  is  that  they  cannot  pay  it. 

Mr.  POAGE.  The  testimony  was  that 
they  had  the  sterling  balance  with  which 
to  pay  it,  but  it  would  be  a  burden  upon 
their  economy  to  do  it.  That  was  the 
undisputed  testimony  before  our  com¬ 
mittee.  There  was  not  one  single  wit¬ 
ness  who  would  say  they  did  not  have  the 
sterling  with  which  to  pay.  They  said  it 
would  burden  them  to  pay  for  it.  Of 
course  it  would,  and  it  burdens  the  Amer¬ 
ican  people  to  pay  this  transportation. 
It  burdens  the  American  people  several 
times  more  to  pay  for  this,  because  if  we 
pay  for  it  it  has  to  be  shipped  in  Ameri¬ 
can  bottoms.  All  the  members  of  our 
committee  heard  the  testimony  that  the 
present  going  rate  from  here  to  Pakistan 
is  approximately  $26  a  ton  for  wheat  in 
American  ships.  It  is  less  than  one-half 
that  in  foreign  ships.  We  tried  to  pin 
down  the  shipping  interests.  Our  former 
chairman  asked  them  if  they  would  not 
make  some  concession  because  this  was 
a  charitable  proposition.  They  said 
“No,”  they  could  not  make  a  concession. 
We  asked  them  for  assurance  that  they 
would  take  $26  a  ton.  No,  they  could 
not  give  us  that  assurance. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  cost  of  ocean 
shipping  is  controlled  by  competition. 
There  is  no  ICC  of  the  ocean.  It  is  per¬ 
fectly  plain  that  when  we  begin  to  move 
a  great  volume  of  freight  of  this  kind  to 
Pakistan  the  cost  of  ocean  transporta¬ 
tion  is  going  up.  It  will  not  move  for  $26 
a  ton.  There  is  not  a  man  or  woman  in 
this  House  today  who  knows  how  much  it 


will  cost  us  to  move  that  wheat  by  ocean 
shipping. 

There  is  this  further  thing.  Right  now 
there  are  165  tramp  ships  under  Ameri¬ 
can  registry.  The  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment  has  125  of  those  ships  under  char¬ 
ter.  We  know  that  if  we  begin  to  move 
this  wheat  in  large  quantities  the  cost 
of  those  125  ships,  the  cost  of  transpor¬ 
tation  to  Korea,  of  transportation  to 
-Japan,  of  transportation  to  Germany,  is 
going  to  be  more.  Do  not  let  anybody 
deceive  you  into  thinking  that  you  are 
only  talking  about  how  much  you  are' 
going  to  put  out  on  moving  this  wheat  to 
Pakistan.  If  you  vote  for  this  proposi¬ 
tion  to  have  the  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment  still  further  subsidize  ocean  trans¬ 
portation,  and  provide  that  this  wheat 
must  move  in  American  bottoms,  you  are 
going  to  raise  the  cost  of  all  ocean  trans¬ 
portation  to  your  Government,  and  your 
Government  today  is  employing  several 
times  as  many  ships  regularly  as  is  going 
to  be  necessary  to  move  this  wheat  to 
Pakistan.  If  the  American  shipping  in¬ 
terests  are  entitled  to  further  subsidy, 
let  them  come  in  and  openly  tell  us  why 
and  how  much. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POAGE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  merely  wanted  to  add  to 
what  the  gentleman  said,  when  he  said 
that  the  cost  of  transporting  this  wheat 
to  Pakistan  is  roughly  $26  per  ton,  that 
that  is  in  dollars  and  in  American 
bottoms. 

Mr.  POAGE.  That  is  right,  in  Amer¬ 
ican  bottoms. 

Mr.  JUDD.  But  if  it  is  transported  in 
other  ships  that  will  take  sterling,  it  will 
be  about  $12  or  $13  a  ton;  is  that  not 
correct? 

Mr.  POAGE.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Does  the  gentleman  know 
of  one  American  shipowner  who  will  take 
sterling? 

Mr.  POAGE.  No;  I  do  not. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Does  the  gentleman  know 
any  American  shipowner  who  will  take 
sterling  let  alone  rupees? 

Mr.  POAGE.  No;  I  do  not. 

I  do  not  propose  to  confine  this  to 
the  American  shipowners.  I  propose  to 
let  the  Pakistanians  transport  it  any 
way  they  want  to,  whether  it  be  in  Japa¬ 
nese  bottoms  or  whether  they  do  it  with 
Indian  ships.  They  do  exchange  with 
India.  They  do  sell  jute  to  India  and 
they  can  get  Indian  rupees.  They  can 
get  the  same  transportation  that  India 
got.  They  can  pay  for  it  either  in  rupees 
or  in  sterling.  When  they  pay  for  it, 
it  will  be  something  in  the  neighborhood 
of  $12  million  against  an  unknown  astro¬ 
nomical  figure  if  we  have  to  pay  for  it, 
and  carry  the  wheat  in  American  bot¬ 
toms. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POAGE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi.  Does  the 
gentleman  understand  that  the  extra 
cost,  if  we  pay  for  it  at  the  normal  rate 
for  this  shipping,  would  amount  to  a 
minimum  of  $5  million  to  the  American 
taxpayers? 

Mr.  POAGE.  Five  million  dollars.  No; 
I  understand  it  would  be  a  very  mini- 
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mum,  if  rates  stayed  where  they  are  to¬ 
day,  of  some  $13  million  for  one-half  the 
wheat.  You  cannot  get  it  any  lower 
than  that  even  if  you  are  able  to  hold 
ocean-shipping  rates  where  they  are  to¬ 
day,  and  if  you  do  not  affect  any  other 
shipping.  But  I  call  the  gentleman’s  at¬ 
tention  to  the  fact  that  you  are  going 
to  affect  the  price  of  every  ton  that  moves 
from  here  to  Japan.  You  are  going  to 
affect  the  price  of  all  ocean  shipping  in 
American  bottoms  when  you  require  even 
a  part  of  this  wheat  to  be  carried  by 
American  ships. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi.  Further, 
this  bill  is  an  effort  to  help  the  people 
of  Pakistan  and  not  to  help  the  Ameri¬ 
can  shipowners,  is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  POAGE.  Well,  that  depends  on 
whose  effort  you  are  talking  about.  That 
is  what  some  people  have  told  you,  and 
I  do  not  blame  you  for  understanding 
that.  I  wish  I  could  believe  that  is  all 
that  is  involved.  I  have  listened  to 
enough  testimony  from  the  shipowners 
to  be  thoroughly  convinced  that  there 
are  a  lot  of  people  who  are  more  inter¬ 
ested  in  what  the  American  shipowners 
can  get  out  of  this  than  in  what  we  can 
do  for  Pakistan. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Mississippi.  If  we  adopt 
the  amendment,  which  the  gentleman 
%  from  Texas  proposes  to  offer  to  the  bill, 
we  will  come  closer  to  doing  something 
for  the  people  of  Pakistan  than  in  pro¬ 
viding  a  subsidy  for  the  American  ship¬ 
owners,  is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  POAGE.  That  is  right.  But  if 
my  amendment  is  adopted,  as  I  hope  it 
will  be,  I  fear  you  will  see  a  surprising 
loss  of  interest  in  this  bill. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POAGE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  am  glad  to  have  these 
recruits  to  this  position  because  during 
the  first  3  years  that  we  had  the  foreign- 
aid  bill,  our  former  colleague  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  West  Virginia,  Mr.  Kee,  and 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Vorys], 
and  I,  for  3  years  in  succession  combated 
the  amendment  to  compel  50  percent  of 
all  our  foreign  aid  to  go  in  American  bot¬ 
toms.  We  thought  that  if  we  ought  to 
have  a  subsidy  for  American  shipping, 
we  ought  not  to  have  it  under  the  dis¬ 
guise  of  foreign  aid.  We  were  defeated 
every  single  year  that  the  question  came 
up  until  we  had  recruits  like  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  who  sided  with  us. 

Mi1.  POAGE.  If  American  shipping 
needs  an  additional  subsidy,  let  us  lay  the 
cards  on  the  table  and  tell  the  House  how 
much  of  a  subsidy  it  needs.  Let  us  not 
give  an  unknown  subsidy.  Let  us  know 
how  much  it  is.  Maybe  such  a  subsidy  is 
justified,  but  let  us  at  least  decide  that 
on  its  own  merits.  Let  us  not  use  our 
charity  for  hungry  friends  as  an  excuse 
to  raise  all  ocean  shipping  rates. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  5 
minutes  to  the  gentleman  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Harvey]. 

Mr.  HARVEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  was 
very  much  interested  in  the  debate,  par¬ 
ticularly  in  the  statements  of  my  good 
friend,  the  gentleman  from  Texas.  I 
want  at  this  time  also  to  assure  him  that 
I  have  confidence  in  his  intentions.  I 
think  he  is  on  the  right  track,  but  I  also 


want  to  say  I  expect  to  support  this  bill. 
There  is  a  great  deal  of  reluctance,  I 
know,  in  the  minds  of  most  of  you  as  to 
how  appropriately  this  action  we  are 
taking  is  going  to  be  received,  and 
whether  there  is  an  end  in  sight  so  far  as 
we  are  concerned,  and  just  how  our  gen¬ 
erosity  will  be  interpreted  throughout 
the  world.  I  am  not  going  to  dwell  upon 
the  principles  that  are  at  stake  because 
they  have  been  pretty  well  set  forth,  I, 
think',  in  the  debate.  I  just  want  to  talk 
briefly,  in  the  limited  time  I  have,  about 
the  question  of  shipping. 

It  seems  to  me  that  I  inadvertently 
set  off  this  firecracker  myself  in  the 
committee  when  I  drew  the  attention  of 
the  Mutual  Security  Director,  Mr.  Stas- 
sen,  to  the  vagueness  of  the  wording  of 
the  bill;  that  it  was  impossible  to  tell 
from  the  draft  of  the  legislation  who  was 
expected  to  pay  the  shipping  cost.  We 
were  very  much  interested,  when  we 
found  from  his  testimony  that  the  United 
States  Government  was  expected  to  pay 
the  shipping  cost,  in  what  it  was  going 
to  cost.  It  was  brought  out  during  the 
course  of  the  testimony  that  the  cost 
would  probably  vary  from  $13  to  $25  a 
ton,  depending  upon  whether  it  was 
hauled  in  ships  under  the  American  flag 
or  in  those  of  other  nations.  That  diff¬ 
erential  was  due  to  the  higher  cost  that 
our  shipping  experienced  because  of  the 
higher  wages  that  we  pay  to  the  men 
employed. 

There  is  a  great  deal  of  justice,  so  far 
as  the  House  is  concerned,  as  I  see  it,  in 
saying  to  the  people  of  Pakistan,  “We  are 
going  to  pay  for  the  wheat,  and  you  folks 
can  come  and  get  it.” 

I  am  reminded  of  a  little  story  that 
happened  several  years  ago.  This  hap¬ 
pened  in  my  own  town.  One  of  my 
friends  had  the  misfortune  to  suffer,  a 
fire  loss.  When  the  adjuster  came  to 
settle,  they  agreed  upon  the  restoration 
of  all  of  that  part  of  the  home  that  had 
been  destroyed  but  he  said  in  conclu¬ 
sion,  “Now,  we  are  not  going  to  pay  for 
the  paint,  because  your  house  needed 
paint  anyway.”  The  fellow  remon¬ 
strated,  and  said,  “The  paint  is  scorched, 
it  looks  bad,  £tnd  it  will  have  to  be 
painted.” 

“Well,”  he  said,  “My  insurance  com¬ 
pany  will  not  pay  for  painting  it.” 

The  fellow  scratched  his  head  a  min¬ 
ute,  and  he  turned  around  to  the  adjus¬ 
ter  and  said,  “Let  me  say  this.  When 
you  get  the  bill  for  this  restoration,  you 
are  not  going  to  see  the  paint  in  the  bill, 
but  I  can  assure  you,  my  friend,  that  the 
paint  is  going  to  be  in  the  bill.” 

I  am  going  to  say  to  you  Members  of 
the  House — and  this  is  my  own  opinion — 
that  regardless  of  what  action  you  take 
here  today,  when  it  is  finally  finished 
the  paint  is  going  to  be  in  our  bill. 

As  I  view  it,  it  is  a  matter  purely  of 
policy.  Actually,  there  are  some  physi¬ 
cal  factors  involved.  I  doubt  very  much, 
due  to  the  urgency  with  which  this  wheat 
must  be  delivered,  that  we  can  be 
adamant  and  say  that  it  must  all  go  in 
either  non-American  flag  ships  or  in 
American  flag  ships.  As  Mr.  Cooley,  I 
think  it  was,  stated,  there  are  about  100 
ships  going  to  be  involved.  But  that 
would  be  in  case  they  could  take  a  full 


load.  None  of  these  ships,  probably, 
should  take  a  full  load,  or  could.  So  sev¬ 
eral  hundred  ships  inevitably  are  going 
to  be  involved. 

There  is  urgency  in  getting  this  wheat 
to  Pakistan.  I  do  not  believe  the  House 
should  take  hasty  action.  I  believe  that 
we  should  have,  when  we  resume  this 
bill  tomorrow,  and  I  expect  as  one  Mem¬ 
ber  to  attempt  to  have,  more  definite 
information  as  to  the  possibility  con¬ 
cerning  what  we  can  provide  or  what 
will  be  provided  by  way  of  shipping  facil¬ 
ities  to  get  this  wheat  there. 

That  is  the  No.  1  objective, '  to 
get  the  wheat  there.  I  think  it  ill  be¬ 
comes  the  House  to  argue  too  deeply  the 
question  who  is  going  to  haul  the  wheat, 
if  in  the  meantime  the  people  over  there 
do  not  get  the  wheat.  To  me  that  is 
the  paramount  issue.  Other  things  are 
secondary. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  has  expired. 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield  the  gentleman  1 
additional  minute,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  HARVEY.  So  I  say  before  we 
jump  over  the  deep  end  so  far  as  this 
amendment  is  concerned,  let  us  have  all 
the  facts  and  information  that  are  avail¬ 
able  and  make  sure  in  drafting  and 
amending  this  legislation  that  we  are 
not  going  to  set  up  some  impossible  pro¬ 
visions  that  will  negate  the  entire  use¬ 
fulness  of  what  we  do,  and  it  will  also 
have  the  great  probability  of  undoing 
the  great  good  that  this  humanitarian 
motive  has  behind  it.  Again  I  say  to 
you  that  I  expect  to  support  this  bill  and 
I  feel  that  when  the  House  has  concluded 
its  deliberations  the  majority  of  you  will 
agree  that  it  is  a  thing  that  we  need 
to  do  and  should  do. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
the  balance  of  my  time,  4  minutes,  to  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Wheeler], 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Mr.  Chairman,  when 
I  come  to  the  well  of  the  House  it  is 
usually  to  ask  questions;  I  do  not  feel 
much  of .  the  time  that  I  can  tell  you 
anything,  but  I  do  like  to  ask  some  ques¬ 
tions  sometimes. 

It  appears  to  me  insofar  as  the  pending 
measure  is  concerned  that  if  there  is  any 
justification  on  this  globe  for  our  giving 
anybody  anything  it  is  to  give  wheat  to 
Pakistan,  one  of  the  leaders  of  the  Mos¬ 
lem  world.  We  succeeded  not  too  many 
years  ago  in  completely  antagonizing 
about  400  million  Moslems.  We  did  that 
largely  because  the  Moslem’s  enemies 
have  kinfolks  who  vote  in  the  United 
States  elections  and  we  sided  with  their 
enemies.  But  regardless  of  reasons  for 
our  doing  that  we  did  succeed  in  antago¬ 
nizing  roughly  400  million  Moslems. 
Now,  if  we  have  wheat,  and  the  testi¬ 
mony  shows  that  we  do  have,  that  is 
going  to  waste,  I  feel  that  rather  than 
do  as  we  did  in  the  case  of  potatoes — we 
made  them  unusable — that  we  can  be 
justified  perhaps  in  making  this  wheat 
available  here  in  the  United  States  for 
them  to  come  get.  The  testimony  shows 
that  if  they  do  pay  for  the  transporta¬ 
tion  that  they  must  use  money  that  is 
acceptable  in  the  sterling  area.  Per¬ 
haps  if  we  give  them  some  wheat  for  the 
ships  that  use  sterling  to  haul,  that  those 
ships  then  can  haul  some  of  our  wheat 
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to  Pakistan  instead  of  hauling  Red 
troops  to  Korea  to  kill  our  men. 

There  are  a  couple  of  questions  I  want 
to  ask  about  this.  One  of  the  more 
serious  questions  has  to  do  with  policy. 
I  was  told  originally,  and  there  are  some 
who  still  tell  me,  that  the  major  consid¬ 
eration  of  this  measure  is  a  humanitar¬ 
ian  one,  that  we  are  feeding  starving 
people  and  that  we  are  picking  and 
choosing  the  starving  people  we  feed  in 
that  we  proposed  to  feed  the  starving 
who  happen  to  be  friendly  to  us.  That 
was  the  assumption  that  I  was  proceed¬ 
ing  upon  until  a  witness  speaking  for 
the  administration  who  had  been  head 
of  the  mission  that  was  sent  into  Pak¬ 
istan  to  examine  into  the  need  for  this 
measure  was  establishing  before  the 
committee  the  humanitarian  need  for 
this  legislation.  I  asked  him  if  it  was 
the  administration  policy  to  feed  hungry 
people.  He  said,  “Yes.”  I  asked  if  it 
was  the  policy  to  feed  hungry  people. 
Communist  or  non-Communist.  He 
said,  “Yes.”  I  said,  “In  or  outside  of 
Russia?”  He  said,  “Yes..” 

Mr.  HARVEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WHEELER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HARVEY.  I  would  just  like  to  say 
in  that  respect  that  the  gentleman  to 
whom  the  gentleman  now  speaking  re¬ 
ferred  was  part  of  the  commission  that 
went  over  there,  was  head  of  the  experi¬ 
mental  staff  at  Purdue  University  and 
was  not  in  any  event  charged  with  the 
determination  of  State  Department 
policies. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Was  I  under  a  mis¬ 
apprehension?  I  was  led  to  believe  that 
he  was  speaking  for  the  proponents  of 
this  amendment. 

Mr.  HARVEY.  I-just  wish  to  correct 
the  gentleman. 

Mr.  BELCHER.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
gentlemen  yields,  I  think  if  the  gentle¬ 
man  will  check  up  the  hearings  he  will 
find  that  that  gentleman  said: 

I  do  not  purport  to  speak  for  this  policy 
of  the  State  Department.  As  an  individual 
I  would. 

I  think  you  will  find  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  WHEELER.  Perhaps  that  is  true. 
I  was  given  that  information  and  until 
I  check  it  my  impression  is  that  the 
policy  now  is  to  feed  the  hungry  people 
regardless  of  their  political  ideology. 

In  conclusion,  if  we  make  this  availa¬ 
ble,  if  it  is  a  choice  between  making  it 
available  at  American  ports  and  letting 
the  Pakistanians  come  and  get  it  I  will 
go  along  with  that  rather  than  dump  it 
in  the  Hudson  River. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield  the 
remaining  time  on  this  side  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Kentucky  [Mr.  Golden]. 

Mr.  GOLDEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  when 
this  bill  was  before  our  committee  all 
the  members  on  both  sides  of  the  aisle 
voted  to  report  it  out.  In  the  debate  so 
far  there  is  an  agreement  in  the  minds 
of  the  Members  of  this  body  that  some 
wheat  should  be  given  to  Pakistan. 
There  was  no  evidence  in  our  committee 
opposing  this  bill.  The  sum  total  of  the 
evidence  can  be  found  in  the  report  where 
President  Eisenhower  states  that  the 
Pakistan  nation  is  facing  a  famine  and 


that  they  have  called  upon  the  people  of 
America  to  avert  that  disaster. 

I  am  not  disturbed  about  making 
this  gift  to  a  starving  people.  We 
should  do  it.  That  is  the  primary  rea¬ 
son  for  voting  this  bill  out  today.  How¬ 
ever,  I  am  tremendously  disturbed  about 
the  cost  in  addition  to  the  giving  of  the 
wheat.  The  bill  properly  provides  for 
adequate  measures  to  supervise  the  dis¬ 
tribution  of  this  wheat  and  to  see  to  it 
that  the  needy  people  of  Pakistan  get  it. 
your  committee  has  written  into  the  bill 
a  provision  that  any  person  in  Pakistan 
who  needs  it  and  cannot  pay  for  it  will 
get  it  nevertheless  and  it  also  provides 
that  there  shall  be  adequate  supervision 
on  the  part  of  the  Pakistan  Government 
by  representatives  of  the  United  States 
to  see  that  this  wheat  is  properly  dis¬ 
tributed  without  any  discrimination. 
The  bill  provides  that  the  people  of  this 
country  are  to  get  credit  for  making  this 
very  magnanimous  gift  of  practically 
$100  million  to  a  needy  people  and  a 
friendly  people.  They  are  our  friends 
and  they  have  proven  to  be  our  friends. 
We  need  their  friendship  in  this  great 
worldwide  struggle.  But  if  we  wo  along 
and  permit  the  Administrator  of  Mutual 
Security  to  pay  for  all  of  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  this  wheat  across  the  seas,  then 
that  is  another  proposition. 

It  is  true  we  now  have  310  million 
bushels  of  surplus  wheat.  On  July  1  we 
will  have  500  million  bushels  and  a  year 
from  this  July  we  will  have  700  million 
bushels.  We  have  a  great  abundance  of 
wheat,  but  we  do  not  have  an  abundance 
of  cash.  If  we  adopt  this  measure,  and 
I  hope  we  will — I  intend  to  vote  for  it — 
we  have  got  to  pay  the  expenses  of  gath¬ 
ering  this  wheat  from  the  storage  bins 
in  America  and  placing  it  in  shipping 
facilities  either  on  the  Atlantic  or  the 
Pacific  coast.  That  is  going  to  cost  some 
money.  If  we  also  permit  the  Mutual 
Security  Administrator  to  pay  for  the 
transportation  to  Pakistan,  the  evidence 
before  our  committee  shows  that  we  will 
have  let  ourselves  in  for  another  from 
$15  to  $25  million.  I  think  it  is  all  right 
to  give  these  people  that  wheat.  I  think 
it  is  a  good  thing  also  to  get  rid  of  some 
of  our  surplus.  But  I  am  going  to  go 
along  with  some  of  the  members  of  this 
committee  that  think  that  the  cost  of 
transportation  ought  to  be  borne  by  the 
Pakistanian  Government  and  the  people 
that  are  getting  the  benefit  of  this  great 
gift  of  $100  million  worth  of  wheat. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  GOLDEN.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  would  just  like  to  ask 
the  gentleman  if  he  did  not  sponsor  an 
amendment  in  committee  which  lost  by  a 
9-to-9  vote  dealing  with  this  very  matter 
we  are  discussing. 

Mr.  GOLDEN.  Yes. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  would  like  to  point 
that  out  so  that  the  Members  may  know 
that  that  was  in  the  minds  of  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  GOLDEN.  I  made  that  motion  in 
committee  and  there  were  9  for  it  and 
9  against  it.  I  think  that  if  we  give  them 
the  $100  million  of  wheat,  they  will  man¬ 
age  some  way  to  carry  it  over  there. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kentucky  has  expired. 

All  time  has  expired.  The  Clerk  will 
read  the  bill  for  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Be  it  enacted,  etc..  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  any  other  law,  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation  is  authorized  and 
directed  to  make  available  to  the  President 
out  of  wheat  stocks  acquired  through  price- 
support  operations  not  to  exceed  1  million 
long  tons  of  wheat,  during  the  period  end¬ 
ing  June  30,  1954,  for  transfer  to  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Pakistan  upon  such  terms  and 
conditions  as  the  President  determines  ap¬ 
propriate,  of  which  700,000  tons  may  be  made 
available  in  order  to  alleviate  starvation  and 
mass  suffering  threatened  by  famine  condi¬ 
tions  in  Pakistan  and  not  to  exceed  300,000 
tons  to  provide  such  reserve  supply  as  he 
may  determine  to  be  a  necessary  supplement 
to  such  emergency  assistance.  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  shall  deliver  the  wheat 
on  board  vessels  in  United  States  ports  as 
directed  by  the  President. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
that  the  Committee  do  now  rise. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  pro  tempore,  Mr.  Halleck,  { 
having  assumed  the  chair,  Mr.  Ells¬ 
worth,  Chairman  of  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  the  State  of  the 
Union,  reported  that  that  Committee, 
having  had  under  consideration  the 
bill  (H.  R.  5659)  to  provide  for  the  trans¬ 
fer  of  price-support  wheat  to  Pakistan, 
had  come  to  no  resolution  thereon. 


.  CORRECTION  OF  THE  RECORD 

[r.  COLE  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Speake 
duriiig  the  debate  last  Thursday,  in 
remarks  during  the  speech  of  the  afen- 
tlemaA  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Long/ the 
Record \hows  on  page  7065,  middle  col¬ 
umn,  seventh  line  from  the  bottom,  that 
I  said  “Government  proposes  lo  send 
100  millionMong  tons  of  wheat”  which 
should  reacK  “1  million  Ion/  tons  of 
wheat.”  I  asic  unanimous  c/nsent  that 
the  permanenlSftECORD  be  corrected  ac¬ 
cordingly. 

The  SPEAKER Vro  tempore.  Is  there 
objection  to  the  request  qc  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri? 

There  was  no  obje&don. 
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A  message  frofa  the  S^iate,  by  Mr. 
Carrell,  one  of  ite  clerks,  announced  that 
the  Senate  disagrees  to  the  report  of  the 
committee  oy  conference  onythe  dis¬ 
agreeing  votes  of  the  two  Hous^  on  the 
amendmenyof  the  House  to  theNbill  (S. 
1081)  entmed  “An  act  to  provide  au¬ 
thority  fo/ temporary  economic  controls, 
and  for  /ther  purposes.' 

The  message  also  announced  that  me 
Senate^ further  disagrees  to  the  amenc 
menyof  the  House  to  the  above-entitlec 
bill  /nd  asked  a  further  conference  with ' 
thq/House  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the 
Houses  thereon,  and  ordered,  that 
Capehart,  Mr.  Bricker,  Mr.  Bennett, 

\  Bush,  Mr.  Maybank,  Mr.  Fulbright, 
rand  Mr.  Robertson  be  the  conferees  on 
the  part  of  the  Senate. 


95-)>;and  also  discussed  its  effect  on  farm  exports  with  Sens.  Sparkman.  Mans* 
field*  an4.  Douglas  (pp.  7273-77).  s  - 


6.  l\Oi IKATlOM/of  ArtKiiF  S,  Flemming  as  Director '^Office  of  Defense  I  obilization 
was  confirmed  (p,  7299).  „/•'  -  - - — - 


7.  EXPENDITURES «  Sen.  Byrd  inserted- a  report  by  the  Joint  Committee  on  Reduction 
of  inessential  Federal  Expend! turds,  Control  of  Collection  and  Use  of  For¬ 
eign  Currencies  by  Fed  era*  Agencies,  "  urging  -that  normal  budgetary,  appropria¬ 
tion,  and  accounting.. controls  be  applied  to  foreign  currencies  Collected  by 
‘  'all  Government  Agencies  (pp.  7258-60).  .  -  *  ■  •  • 


q  ,  *  •  w  *  I 

d;  RECrAJ-ATIOrr;  Both  Houses  received  a  .report  by  the  Interior  Department  on  the 
'  ’ ‘soil  survey  and  land  classificat^qn.made  of  lands  to  be  served  by 'the  Itenne- 
3k  Division,  Yakima  Project,  .  as,h„  (pp.  7258,  7339-1+0 ).'  •  •'  •  •  ■ 


HOUSE 


J  9. 


TOSEItrl^^ID .  Passed,  310-75,  with  amendments  H.R.  5659,  providing  for  transfer 
of  1  million  tons  of  price-support  wheat  to  Pakistan  (pp.  7302-33), 

In  addition  to  the  committee  amendments  (p.  7526),  an  amendment  by  Rep. 
Reichel ,  was  agreed  to,  requir/  transportation  of  at  least  half  of  the  wheat  in 
Arne r i c an.- f  1  ag  ships  (pp.  7311-6). 

Rejected  the  following  amendments;  •  ~ 

By  Rep,  Poage,  to  require  Pakistan  to  pay  the  cost  of  ocean  transportation 
of  the  wheat  (pp.  7303-11),  - i - 

By  Rep.  Bailey,  58-91,  to  require  CCC  to  make  available  1  ton  of  wheat,  foe 


every  100  tons  sent  to  Pakistan,  for  distribution  to  needy  areas  in  this  coun¬ 
try  under  the  same  conditions  (pp.  7316-7), 

By  Rep,  Bonner,  52-108,  to  require  that  wheat  given  to  needy  persons  in 
Pakistan  be  labeled  in  containers  as  a  free  gift  from  t^e  USA  and  distributed 
by  a  U.S.  approved  agency  (pp.  7518-23) • 

By  Rep.  Fulton,  31-91,  to  reouire  payment  for  the  300,000  reserve  tons  of 
wheat  in  strategic  minerals  and  metals  (pp.  7323-5). 

By  Rep.  Jones  (lio.),  38-75,  to  use  '’wheat"  throughout  the  bill  in  lieu  of 
commodities"  and  "supplies"  (pp.  7325-6).  ’  . 

By  Rep.  Dorn  (S.  Car.),  51-91,  to  request  supervision  of  Red  Cross  of  dis¬ 
tribution  of  the  wheat  in  Pakistan  (pp.  7326-7). 

By  Rep#  Smith  (His.),  65-110,  to  prevent  sale  by  the  Pakistan  Government  . 
of  any  wheat  furnished  by  this  bill  (pp.  7327-30). 

By. Rep,  Jensen,  to  substitute  100,000  tons  of  corn  meal  for • 100, 000  tons 
of  wheat  (p.  7330)#  .  , 

By  Rep.  Curtis  (lo<),  52-123,  to  require  congressional  approval  of  programs 
and  projects  financed  by  counterpart  funds  derived  from  sale  of  xvheat  by 
Pakistan  (p.  7351). 

S.  2112,  the  Senate  companion  bill,  was  then  amended  to  contain. the  text 
of  H.R.  5659  a^d  passed,  after  which  the  House  bill  was  tabled  (pp,  7532-3). 


Received  the  State  Department’s  report  on  the  administration  of  the  , 
Yugoslav  emergency  relief  assistance  program  from  Dec.  16,  1952,  through  lar.'  15. 

1953,  (p.  7339).  • 

Received  Independent  Calabrese  Club  (Paterson,  N.J.)  resolutions  urging 
USDA  to  rel-ease  surplus  foods  to  starving  ‘people  of  the  world  (p.  73JL+I ) . 

Received  a  federation  of  American  Citizens  of  German,  Descent  of  Greater  Pew 
,  York,  resolution  ’in  behalf  of  the  allotment,  under  the  foreign  aid  program,  of 
surplus  food  for  free  distribution  among  suffering  people"  (p.  ' 7 3-U 1 ) • 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  House  passed  wheat-f^r -Pakistan  Till/©  House  agreed  to  further  conference 

\  /  ^ 

on  econoraic  controls  bill©  Senate  Vommittee  reported  Army  civil  apnropriation  bill* 
Senate  agreed  to  conference  report  on  leave  bill#  Sen©  Anderson  introduced  and  dis¬ 
cussed  bill  establishing  J>-yenr  cotton-quota /base o  •  • 

\  /  .  ' 


SSNATI 


PERSONNEL;  LEAVE,  Agreed  to  the  conference\report  on  H.Ro  h&5U’>  to  amend  the 
Annual  and  Sick  Leave  Act  of  1951-  Sen,  Caklson  inserted  his  statement  ex¬ 
plaining  the  effect  of  this  bill  as  agreed  upp-n  by  the  conferees,  (p.  7266) 

Sen.  Johnston  spoke’  on  the  need  for  leaveybenef its  and'  severance  protec-  V 
tion  for  Federal  employees,  urging  the’  adoption\of  a  ’’positive  and  forthright 
program,”  and  inserted  a  statement  of  the  Gove 
"Federal  1  orkers  Feed  Unemployment  Insurance  Eow”\( pp.  7295-96) 


2.  APPROPRIATIONS .  The  Appropriations  Committee  report^  vrith  amendments  II. R.  537&, 
the  Army  civil  functions  appropriation  bill  for  195U  \s.  Rept  1|_56)  (p.  7258)* 
The  "Daily  Digest"  states: .  "As  approved,  the  bill  would  provide  a  total  of 
$-4-73 j 762,9004  an  increase  of  57,371,300  over  the  House-Massed  figure  of 
0^16,591,600”  (p.  D596) 0 


3.  SUBIv ERGEiy  LANDS.  Debated  S.  19Q1,  providing,  for  U.  S*  jurisdiction  over  the 
submerged  lands  of  the  outer  Continental  Shelf  (pp.  7296-98)^ 


/  .  f  {  ..  X 

1|..  THE AJ;  FOREIGN  TRADE.  The  "Daily  Digest"  states  . that  the  Foreig\  Relations 
Committee  announced  subcommittee  hearings  for  June  26,  on  ExecutW  H.  83rd 
Congress  (international  I. heat  Agreement)  (p.  D596). 


5/  RECIPROCAL  TRADE.  Sen.  Humphrey  said  there  is  a  need  for  a  "broader ,Njnore 

lenient,  more  stable  U.S.  trade  policy"  and  discussed  the  place  of  reciprocal 
trade  in  the  economic  and  security  pattern  of  the  U.S.  and  its  allies  (pp.  7271* 
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WashS^gton,  as  our  National  Capital, 
is  the  sho\place  of  the  Nation  and  what 
we  do  here  ^interpreted  throughout  the 
world  as  indicative  of  our  national  atti¬ 
tude  and  policy.  The  lying  Communist 
propaganda  ha\for  a  long  time  been 
seeking  to  use  to  Vs  advantage  with  the 
colored  peoples  or»  the  world  statutes 
which  I  seek  to  repe^J  relating  to  segre¬ 
gation  in  the  DistAct  of  Columbia. 
This  lying  propaganda's  been  used  in 
Korea  and  areas  of  soutf^and  southeast 
Asia  in  which  the  Soviet  and  its  satellites 
are  the  aggressors.  As  a*i  essential 
measure  in  the  defense  of  theVree  world 
and  to  validate  our  own  Constitution, 
Congress  should  do  its  best  in  eliminat¬ 
ing  segregation  in  the  District  of  Cqlum- 
bia. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mrs.  ROGERS  of  Massachusetts  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  address  the 
House  for  5  minutes  today,  following  the 
legislative  program  and  any  special  or¬ 
ders  heretofore  entered. 


\comr 

ton 

no^v 


CORRECTION  OF  THE  RECORD 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  to  correct  the  Rec¬ 
ord.  On  page  7222  of  the  Record  of 
yesterday,  in  the  first  column,  second 
paragraph  from  the  bottom  of  the  page, 
it  should  be  corrected  and  changed  from 
“The  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Mc¬ 
Gregor]  who  is  chairman  of  the  Sub¬ 
committee  on  Public  Buildings  and 
Grounds,”  to  read  “The  gentleman  from 
New  Jersey  [Mr.  Auchincloss]  who  is 
chairman  of  the  subcommittee.” 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Mich¬ 
igan? 

There  was  no  objection. 


SUBCOMMITTEE  ON  FLOOD  CON¬ 
TROL  OF  THE  COMMITTEE  ON 
PUBLIC  WORKS 

Mr.  DONDERO.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  Subcommit¬ 
tee  on  Flood  Control  of  the  Committee/ 
on  Public  Works  may  sit  any  time  tods 
during  general  debate. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Jitieh- 
igan? 

/ 


There  was  no  objection. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  G! 


fED 


Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  address  the 
House  for  15  minutes^on  today  and  to¬ 
morrow,  following  ^fie  legislative  pro¬ 
gram  of  the  day  a/ti d  the  conclusion  of 
any  special  orders  heretofore  entered. 


NATIONAL  .MILITARY  UNITS  FROM 
COMMUNIST  COUNTRIES  AND  THE 
LIBERATION  POLICY 

PtCERSTEN  of  Wisconsin  asked 
given  permission  to  address  the 
or  1  minute  and  to  revise  and 
ris  remarks.) 


Mr.  KERSTEN  of  Wisconsin.  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  think  current  events  show 
that  President  Eisenhower  when  he 
spoke  before  the  American  Legion  last 
summer  in  August  and  advocated  a  pol¬ 
icy  of  liberation,  and  when  Secretary 
Dulles  wrote  an  article  in  Life  magazine 
last  May  entitled  “A  Bold  New  Foreign 
Policy”  calling  for  a  policy  of  liberation, 
were  right  at  that  time  and  such  a  pol¬ 
icy  is  demanded  now.  If  there  have  been 
influences  brought  to  bear  on  our  Gov¬ 
ernment  to  curb  this  policy  of  liberation, 
those  influences  should  not  be  heeded  at 
this  time.  Now,  more  than  ever,  our 
policy  should  be  to  support  the  move¬ 
ments  of  resistance  behind  the  Iron  Cur¬ 
tain.  Such  a  policy  is  the  only  one  that 
will  bring  us  peace  eventually.  A  pro¬ 
vision  of  the  mutual  security  law  which 
ic  now  on  our  books  provides  for  the 
.  setting  up  of  national  military  units 
\composed  of  escapees  from  behind  the 
on  Curtain.  It  should  be  implemented 
because  such  national  military 
units  will  bear  directly  upon  the  Com¬ 
munist  armed  forces  and  will  unloose- 
the  forces  of  defection  and  escape  to 
freedorih from  the  Communist  armed 
forces.  \  / 

These  military  units  should  have  their 
own  distinctive  uniforms  or  markings 
and  should  carry  their  own /'national 
flags  of  freedohj.  / 

Once  they  are  set  up  they/will  tend  to 
paralyze  the  Soviet  military  potential 
because  sizable  element?*  of  the  Com¬ 
munist  armed  forces ''aye  as  desirous  of 
fighting  for  freedom  rather  than  tyranny 
just  as  the  workers/Would  rather  work 
for  freedom  than  ffir  tyranny. 

FIVE  BILLI9N  OVERSEAS— HOW 

ABOUT  A, DROP  IN  THE  BUCKET 
AT  HOME? 

(Mr.  KRUEGER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at  this 
point  and  insert  telegrams  from  the 
Governor  of  North  Dakota  and  other, 
sources  therewith.) 

mx.  KRUEGER.  Mr.  Speaker,  after 
aur  great  concern  over  the  plight  of  our 
friends  abroad,  1  million  tons  of  wheat  to 
Pakistan,  and  our  generosity  with  nearly 
$5  billion  of  the  taxpayers’  money,  could 
not  we  give  a  little  consideration  to  some 
of  our  food  producers’  needs  right  here 
at  home? 

At  least  20,000  acres  of  grain  and  sugar 
beets  were  lost  last  week  in  the  fertile 
Valley  of  the  Red  River  of  the  North. 
Torrential  rains  have  put  the  tributaries 
over  the  banks.  Completely  lost  for  the 
crop  year,  the  damage  to  these  lands  will 
be  at  least  $5  million.  These  folks  are 
not  asking  for  relief  or  rehabilitation. 
They  are  asking  for  assistance  in  im¬ 
proving  the  channels  of  the  Rush  and 
Maple  Rivers  in  this  flat,  level  territory 
to  speed  up  the  runoff  to  prevent  recur¬ 
rence  of  these  floods. 

The  North  Dakota  Legislature  paved 
the  way  for  local  cooperation  and  main¬ 
tenance. 

Here  is  the  word  that  comes  to  me 
from  the  folks  back  home,  and  I  quote 
telegrams  from  the  Governor  of  our 
State  and  the  Maple-Sheyenne  River 
Flood  Control  Association: 


June  22,  1953. 

Otto  Krueger, 

House  Office  Building: 

Flood  damage  to  crops  in  the  Rush  River, 
Swan  Creek,  and  Maple  River  watersheds  will 
reveal  several  million  dollars  additional  ap¬ 
propriations  for  these  projects  nhw  will  help 
prevent  recurrence  in  later  years.  Work  to 
eliminate  future  damage  can.<5nly  be  done  in 
fall  of  the  year.  / 

Norm  ait’Brunsd  ale. 
Governor/of  North  Dakota. 

Fargo,  N.-Dak.,  June  19,  1953. 
Otto  Krueger,  / 

Congressional  Office  Building, 

/  Washington,  D.  C.: 

"Resolution  Memorializing  the  President  op 
the  United  States  and  the  83d  Congress  of 
the  United  States  To  Discontinue,  Cur¬ 
tail,  ANDpTHERWISE  HOLD  IN  ABEYANCE  ANY 

and  An/ Action  in  Connection  With  the 
Proposed  Swan  Creek  Project  Located  in 
the  County  op  Cass  and  State  of  North 
Dakota  and  in  Lieu  Thereof  Take  the 
Necessary  and  Proper  Steps  in  Order  To 
Make  Improvements  on  Those  Rivers  Upon 
..  ’Which  Said  Swan  Creek  Is  a  Tributary 

f 

/  “Whereas  the  recent  heavy  rains  coupled 
with  the  drainage  of  the  water  thereof  from 
the  fields  throughout  the  entire  central  area 
of  Cass  County  extending  to  a  point  30  miles 
west  of  the  Red  River  of  the  North  have 
completely  overflowed  the  banks  of  the  river¬ 
beds  in  which  it  is  supposed  to  flow  thereby 
causing  great  and  terrible  damage  to  the 
farms,  livestock,  and  grain  throughout  the 
entire  area  in  which  damage  is  estimated  to 
be  at  least  $5  million  to  the  farmers  of  this 
section; 

"Whereas  said  condition  could  be  greatly 
alleviated  if,  instead  of  carrying  out  at  the 
present  time  the  proposed  Swan  Creek  proj¬ 
ect,  a  thorough  and  complete  drainage  could 
be  made  of  the  rivers  upon  which  said  Swan 
Creek  is  a  tributary  thereby  according  the 
flowage  from  said  Swan  Creek,  as  well  as  the 
flowage  from  the  rivers  thereafter,  a  free  and 
clear  access  to  the  Red  River  of  the  North; 

"Whereas  there  is  presently  pending  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  of  said  83d  Congress  of  the 
United  States  provisions  containing  the  Red 
River  Valley  of  the  North  Authority,  which, 
if  properly  amended  and  added  to  could 
relieve  the  present  hardship  on  the  farmers 
of  the  Northwest,  namely,  amend  said  pro¬ 
visions  to  include  the  following:  channel  and 
improvement  work  on  the  Maple  River  com¬ 
mencing  at  the  mouth  of  Swan  Creek  on  said 
Maple  River,  thence  to  the  mouth  of  said 
Maple  River  on  the  Sheyenne  River,  thence  on 
said \Sheyenne  River  to  the  mouth  of  the 
Rush  River,  otherwise  known  as  the  Rush 
River  flood-control  district,  thence  continue 
on  said  SJieyenne  River  to  its  mouth  on  the 
Red  River  of  the  North;  thence  northward  on 
said  Red  River  of  the  North  as  provided  for 
in  said  authority:  Be  it  further 

“ Resolved ,  That  copies  of  this  resolution 
be  properly  authenticated  by  the  board  of 
directors  of  said ,  association,  and  sent  to 
United  States  Senator  William  Langer, 
United  States  Senator  Milton  R.  Young,  Con¬ 
gressman  Usher  L.  Burdick,  and  Congress¬ 
man  Otto  Krueger,  the, Vice  President  of  the 
United  States,  as  Presiding  Officer  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate,  and  to  each  Member  Of  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States."  \ 

The  foregoing  resolution  was  adopted  by 
the  newly  organized  Maple-Sheyenne  River 
Flood  Control  Association  at\  a  meeting 
Thursday  evening,  June  18.  1953,  Ip  the  com¬ 
munity  hall,  Mapleton,  N.  Dak., '  at  which 
meeting  over  160  local  farmers  and  residents 
were  present. 

Eighty -two  families  present  estimatedxtheir 
personal  damage  at  over  $850,000;  the  board 
of  directors  of  said  association  estimated 
damage  in  the  Maple  River  watershed  to  be 
conservatively  at  $5  million;  list  of  individu¬ 
als  damaged  as  well  as  aerial  and  ground 
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photos  of  disaster  follow  hy  mail;  general 
consensus  of  opinion  is  it  is  utterly  foolish 
to  speed  the  flow  pf  the  headwaters  (Swan 
Creek)  and  fail  to  clear  the  choked  sections 
downstream.  \ 

Mark  Andrews,  President. 

SPECIAL  ORDER  "GRANTED 

Mr.  JACKSON  asked  ahd  was  given 
permission  to  address  the,,  House  on 
Thursday,  July  23,  for  90  imputes,  fol¬ 
lowing  the  legislative  prograin  of  the 
day,  and  the  conclusion  of  special  orders 
heretofore  entered. 

CORRECTION  OP  ROLLCALL 

Mr.  WINSTEAD.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  as' 
unanimous  consent  that  the  permanent' 
Record  be  corrected  on  rollcall  56,  June 
18,  to  show  that  I  was  present  and  voted 
for  final  passage. 


EFFECT  OF  HARD  MONEY  POLICIES 

(Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  address  the  House 
for  1  minute  and  to  revise  and  extend 
his  remarks.) 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Speaker,  a 
few  days  ago  I  made  a  statement  on  the 
floor  that  the  so-called  hard  money  pol¬ 
icies  could  very  easily  lead  to  a  major 
depression  in  this  country;  and  I  re¬ 
ceived  from  the  left  side  of  the  aisle 
some  rather  tolerant  smiles. 

I  would  just  like  to  report  that  the  Wall 
Street  Journal  of  today  says  that  truck 
production  in  this  country  has  been  cut 
back  40  percent. 


CREEPING  INCREASES 

(Mr.  FRIEDEL  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  extend  his  remarks  at 
this  point  in  the  Record.) 

Mr.  FRIEDEL.  Mr.  Speaker,  yester¬ 
day  the  Esso  Standard  Oil  Co.  an¬ 
nounced  for  the  second  time  in  10  days  a 
price  boost  of  gas  and  fuel  oil.  This 
increase  was  followed  today  by  other 
major  oil  companies. 

Several  weeks  ago  the  price  of  steel 
went  up.  The  effect  of  that  increase 
will  not  be  felt  by  the  consumer  for 
several  months  to  come,  but  the  gas  in¬ 
crease  takes  additional  money  out  of  his 
pocket  starting  right  now.  He  uses  his 
automobile  daily,  not  as  a  luxury,  but 
as  an  absolute  necessity  in  everday 
life. 

When  the  Congress  decided  to  aban- 
n  controls,  we  were  told  by  big  busi¬ 
ness  that  competition  would  take  care 
of  any  trend  toward  inflation.  The  ad¬ 
vice  H3  working  in  reverse. 

In  jhst  10  days  the  cost  of  gasoline 
and  fuel  oil  has  been  raised  twice, 
would  hate  to  think  that  this  is  a  prec¬ 
edent  of  *\yhat  we  can  expect  when 
rent  controls  are  terminated  yriext 
month. 

The  Treasury  Department  .  officials 
have  voiced  concern  several  times  about 
inflation.  Here  is  an  example  of  why 
not  only  the  Treasury,  but  the  Congress, 
as  well,  should  be  alarmed. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  call  this  to  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  my  colleaguesjNand  ask,  where 
will  the  prices  be  by*' Christmas  should 
these  creeping  increases  he  allowed  to 
continue? 


/ 


ANNULLING  RATES  UNDER  TRADE 
AGREEMENTS  ACT 

(Mr.  BAILEY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  address  the  House  for  1 
minute  and  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have 
asked  for  this  time  in  order  to  advise  my 
collegues  of  the  House  that  on  Friday 
last  I  introduced  a  joint  resolution  pro¬ 
viding  for  annulling  the  rates  under  the-' 
Supplemental  Recripocal  Trade  Agree¬ 
ments  Act  with  Venezuela  in  1952,  be¬ 
cause  the  President  exceeded  his  author¬ 
ity  in  applying  his  delegated  authority  to 
reduce  or  increase  rates. 

I  want  to  say  to  my  collegues  that  I 
have  asked  for  and  secured  a  special 
order  for  tomorrow,  after  the  close  of 
the  regular  business,  whepl  shall  put  all 
of  the  details  in  support  of  this  resolu¬ 
tion  and  all  of  the  facts  pertaining  there¬ 
to  in  the  Record  for  the  information  of 
the  individual  Members  of  the  House. 


SPECIAL  ORDER  GRANTED 

Mr.  PATMAN  asked  and  was  granted 
permission  to  address  the  House  on  to¬ 
day  and  tomorrow  for  15  minutes,  and  to 
revise  and  extend  his  remarks,  and  to 
include  extraneous  material  following 
the  legislative  business  of  the  day  and 
any/special  orders  heretofore  entered. 


TEMPORARY  ECONOMIC  C 

Mr.  WOLCOTT.  Mr.  SpeakeiS.  I  ask 
unanimous'"  consent  to  take  froha  the 
Speaker’s  table  the  bill  S.  1031,  arkact 
to  provide  authority  for  temporary 
economic  controls,  and  for  other  pur¬ 
poses,  with  a  House  amendment  there¬ 
to,  further  insist  on  the  House  amend¬ 
ment  and  agree  to  a  further  conference 
asked  by  the  Senate. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

Mr.  PATMAN.  Reserving  the  right 
to  object,  Mr.  Speaker,  and  I  shall  not 
object,  I  make  this  reservation  to  state 
that  I  have  given  notice  that  I  expected 
to  offer  a  motion  to  instruct  conferees, 
but  after  examining  and  evaluating  the 
situation  and  talking  to  different  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  committee,  including  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Michigan 
[Mr.  Wolcott],  I  shall  not  do  that. 

I  hope  the  bill  goes  to  conference  and 
that  we  shall  work  out  the  very  best 
agreement  we  can  work  out. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan?  The  Chair  hears  none  and 
appoints  the  following  conferees:  Mr. 
Wolcott,  Mr.  Gamble,  Mr.  Talle,  Mr. 
Kilbtjrn,  Mr.  Spence,  Mr.  Brown  of 
Georgia,  and  Mr.  Patman. 


CALL  OF  THE  HOUSE 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  make  the  point  of  order  that 
a  quorum  is  not  present. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will 
count.  [After  counting.]  One  hundred 
fifty-four  Members  are  present,  not  a 
quorum. 

Mr.  ARENDS.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move 
a  call  of  the  House. 

A  call  of  the  House'  was  ordered. 

The  Clerk  called.the  roll,  and  the  fol¬ 
lowing  Members/ failed  to  answer  to 
their  names: 

'soil  No.  62] 


Adair  j 

'Hart 

Philbin 

Becker  / 

Harvey 

Phillips 

Blatnik  / 

Herlong 

Powell 

Bolling  / 

Hoffman,  Ill. 

Prouty 

Bustaey  / 

Kearney 

Regan 

Bush  / 

Kelly,  N.  Y. 

Riehlman 

Chathatai 

Lesinski 

Roosevelt 

ChudOff 

Lucas 

St.  George 

Die/ 

McVey 

Sheppard 

Dpfllver 

Mack,  HI. 

Taylor 

Donovan 

Meader 

Thornberry 

<Pogarty 

Miller,  Calif. 

Velde 

Frelinghuysen, 

Morrison 

Vursell 

Jr. 

Nelson 

Wigglesworth 

Gamble 

O’Hara,  Minn. 

Wilson,  Calif. 

Green 

O’Konskt 

Yates 

Hale 

Ostertag 

The  SPEAKER.  On  this  rollcall  377 
Members  have  answered  to  their  names; 
a  quorum  is  present. 

By  unanimous  consent,  further  pro¬ 
ceedings  under  the  call  were  dispensed 
with. 


WHEAT  FOR  PAKISTAN 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  move  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  into  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union  for  the  further  considera¬ 
tion  of  the  bill  (H.  R.  5659)  to  provide 
for  the  transfer  of  price -support  wheat 
to  Pakistan. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Accordingly  the  House  resolved  itself 
into  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  the  State  of  the  Union  for  the  fur¬ 
ther  consideration  of  the  bill  H.  R.  5659, 
with  Mr.  Ellsworth  in  the  chair. 

The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  When  the  Com¬ 
mittee  rose  on  yesterday  the  Clerk  had 
read  the  first  section  of  the  bill. 

Are  there  any  amendments  to  the  first 
section? 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

Mr.  FULTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  FULTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  when 
is  it  in  order  to  offer  an  amendment  to 
the  title  of  the  bill?  I  have  such  an 
amendment  to  offer. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Titles  to  bills  are 
amended  after  the  bill  is  considered  in 
the  House  for  passage. 

Mr.  WEICHEL.  Mr.  Chairman,  a 
parliamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  WEICHEL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
have  an  amendment  to  the  first  section 
of  the  bill.  The  amendment  was  filed 
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with  the  Clerk  yesterday  and  I  should 
like  recognition  to  offer  the  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
will  be  recognized  at  the  appropriate 
time.  Under  the  rules  of  the  House, 
members  of  the  committee  are  recog¬ 
nized  first  to  offer  amendments. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
an  amendment  to  the  first  section  of 
the  bill,  at  the  top  of  page  2,  the  end 
of  the  paragraph.  Will  I  be  recognized 
on  that  amendment  after  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr. 
Poage]  is  disposed  of? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
will  be  recognized  at  the  appropriate 
time. 

The  Clerk  will  report  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Poage]. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Poage:  On  page 
2,  line  6,  after  the  period  insert  “The  United 
States  assumes  no  further  obligation  in  re¬ 
gard  to  the  wheat  and  no  agency  of  the 
United  States  shall  have  authority  to  pay 
any  ocean  transportation  or  other  further 
costs  with  respect  to  the  wheat.” 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have 
tried  to  analyze  the  two  different  view¬ 
points  that  are  involved  in  this  bill.  I 
believe  it  is  fair  to  say  that  one  of  the 
viewpoints  is  the  good-neighbor  view¬ 
point.  That  is  the  viewpoint  I  am  trying 
to  express  this  morning.  If  we  have  a 
patch  of  watermelons  and  our  neighbor 
has  none,  he  is  invited  to  come  get  some 
with  no  charge — purely  a  good-neighbor 
act.  We  tell  him  to  come  in  and  help 
himself.  I  think  that  is  a  good-neighbor 
policy;  I  think  it  is  a  sound  policy. 

On  the  other  hand,  we  are  confronted 
with  what  I  have  chosen  to  call  the 
Santa  Claus  policy;  and,  indeed,  it  is  a 
Santa  Claus  policy  going  much  further 
than  we  have  gone  before.  We  not  only 
say  that  we  are  going  to  make  you  a  gift 
but  because  Santa  Claus  drives  his  rein¬ 
deer  around  the  world  we  are  going  to 
deliver  it  to  you,  just  as  if  Uncle  Sam 
could  ship  this  wheat  by  reindeer.  But 
Uncle  Sam  does  not  have  any  reindeer 
and  there  is  no  way  we  can  deliver  that 
wheat  to  them  except  through  high- 
priced  American-flag  shipping. 

I  would  call  your  attention  further  to 
the  fact  that  we  cannot  make  this  de¬ 
livery  by  reindeer.  We  cannot  follow 
this  Santa  Claus  policy  and  simply  say 
that  we  give  you  this  wheat.  In  addition, 
we  are  going  to  have  to  pay  not  thirteen 
to  twenty-five  million  dollars  for  ship¬ 
ping  this  wheat;  we  have  got  to  go  way 
above  that.  If  you  are  willing  to  play 
Santa  Claus,  you  must  then  be  prepared 
to  be  willing  to  raise  the  cost  of  all  the 
ocean  shipping  for  which  the  United 
States  pays.  I  presented  these  figures 
yesterday.  They  are  from  the  Military 
Sea  Transport  Service  of  the  United 
States  and  they  are  dated  June  22,  1953. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POAGE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  There  is  some  contro¬ 
versy  as  to  the  accuracy  of  the  figures 


the  gentleman  has  used.  Will  the  gen¬ 
tleman  please  indicate  from  the  commu¬ 
nication  that  he  has  before  him  the  date 
and  the  source  so  that  we  can  be  certain 
of  the  figures? 

Mr.  POAGE.  Yes;  that  is  exactly 
what  I  am  going  to  do.  I  am  reading 
from  this  letter  dated  June  22,  1953, 
signed  by  Vice  Adm.  F.  C.  Denebrink. 
He  says  that  at  the  present  time  there 
are  approximately  165  vessels  in  the 
United  States-flag  fleet,  of  which  125  are 
under  charter  to  the  Military  Sea  Trans¬ 
port  Service. 

The  current  daily  rate  -now  being  paid 
is  $1,700.  He  then  goes  on  and  says: 

In  my  opinion,  if  the  Mutual  Security 
Agency  undertook:  to  move  the  bulk  of  the 
Pakistan  wheat  within  a  period  of  2  or  3 
months  and  was  required  to  use  American 
bottoms  for  at  least  half  of  it,  it  would  have 
an  effect  of  raising  the  charter  rates  offered 
to  the  Military  Sea  Transport  Service. 

I  am  reading  you  what  the  Military 
Sea  Transport  Service  of  the  United 
States  says.  They  are  employing  the 
great  bulk  of  our  transport  vessels. 
They  are  engaged  in  hauling  war  mate¬ 
rials  to  Korea;  they  are  engaged  in  get¬ 
ting  military  equipment  to  Japan,  to 
Germany,  and  to  other  distant  points  of 
the  world.  The  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment  is  today  paying  $1,700  per  day 
per  ship. 

This  letter  does  not  sdy  it,  but  the  Mil¬ 
itary  Sea  Transport  Service  anticipates 
that  if  a  substantial  portion  of  this 
wheat  is  to  be  moved  by  United  States 
ships,  they  would  probably  have  to  pay 
$2,400  a  day. 

You  just  figure  it  up;  $2,400  a  day  on 
125  ships  and  you  do  not  know  for  how 
long.  You  are  not  talking  about  a  small 
amount;  you  are  not  talking  about  a 
fractional  amount  of  the  cost  of  the 
wheat;  you  are  talking  about  figures  that 
run  far  greater  than  the  total  cost  of 
the  wheat.  The  total  cost  of  the  wheat 
is  about  $84  million.  You  are  talking 
about  something  that  may  well  run  over 
a  hundred  million  dollars.  You  are 
setting  a  policy;  not  only  are  you  fixing 
the  price  to  transport  this  wheat,  but 
you  are  also  fixing  the  additional  trans¬ 
portation  costs  of  all  the  goods  that  the 
United  States  Government  has  to  trans¬ 
port,  and  our  Government  is  the  great¬ 
est  shipper  of  goods  in  all  this  world. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POAGE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Will  the  gentleman 
discuss  the  comparative  freight  rates  be¬ 
tween  foreign  ships  and  our  own  mer¬ 
chant  ships? 

Mr.  POAGE.  Yes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  has  expired. 

(On  request  of  Mr.  Cooley,  and  by 
unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Poage  was  al¬ 
lowed  to  proceed  for  5  additional  min¬ 
utes.) 

Mr.  POAGE.  I  think  it  is  fair  to  say 
that  representatives  of  the  shipping  in¬ 
terests  came  before  our  committee  to  see 
how  much  business  they  could  get  out 
of  this  committee,  how  much  grant  they 
could  get  rather  than  how  much  help 
Pakistan  could  get.  They  told  us  that 
the  present  going  rate  was  $26  a  ton  from 


here  to  Pakistan  for  wheat.  They  told 
us  that  foreign  ships  were  operating  for 
approximately  one -half  of  that  amount 
and  figures  varying  from  $10  to  $13  per 
ton  were  quoted  for  foreign  shipping.  In 
other  words,  the  Pakistanian  Govern¬ 
ment  could  move  all  of  this  wheat  for 
less  money  than  the  United  States  would 
have  to  put  out  to  move  half  of  it. 

Is  it  good  business  for  the  United 
States  to  come  along  and  say:  We  are 
going  to  ship  half  of  this  wheat  in  Amer¬ 
ican  bottoms  and  pay  more  money  for 
shipping  that  half  than  Pakistan  would 
have  to  pay  to  ship  the  entire  amount 
of  wheat?  Is  it  good  business  for  the 
United  States  to  say  that  because  we 
want  to  give  to  the  shipping  companies 
of  America  an  additional  bonus,  an  addi¬ 
tional  subsidy,  over  and  above  what  we 
have  given  them  throughout  the  years, 
we  are  now  going  to  hand  them  an  un¬ 
known  sum  of  money?  I  say  to  you,  Mr. 
Chairman,  if  the  shipping  interests  of 
this  country  are  in  such  condition  and 
they  are  entitled  to  a  subsidy,  let  the 
proper  committee,  the  Committee  on 
Merchant  Marine  and  Fisheries,  bring  in 
a  bill  which  will  tell  us  just  how  much 
they  are  entitled  to  have.  Let  them  come 
before  us  and  tell  us  why  our  shipping 
interests  are  entitled  to  a  subsidy.  Let 
them  tell  us  how  much  that  subsidy 
should  be  or  will  be.  Do  not  leave  an 
open  end  beyond  which  we  will  not  know 
how  far  we  are  going. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
gentleman  if  it  is  not  a  fact  that  when 
the  milling  industry  was  before  our  com¬ 
mittee  the  representative  of  that  indus¬ 
try  was  asked  a  question  if  they  would 
be  willing  to  grind  this  wheat  into  flour 
and  to  make  some  concession  and  if  he 
did  not  reply  that  the  milling  industry 
would  be  glad  to  do  it  at  actual  cost? 

Mr.  POAGE.  Yes;  they  did. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  We  asked  the  shipping 
industry  if  they  would  make  any  con¬ 
cessions  and  the  representative  of  that 
industry  said  he  was  in  no  position  to 
discuss  the  matter. 

Mr.  POAGE.  That  is  right.  Both  of 
the  industries  came  before  our  commit¬ 
tee  to  see  what  they  could  get  out  of  it. 
The  milling  industry  said:  We  will  make 
concessions.  We  want  to  keep  our  peo¬ 
ple  at  work,  we  want  to  keep  or  mills 
running,  we  do  not  want  to  shut  down 
and  we  will  do  it  at  cost.  When  the 
former  chairman  asked  the  representa¬ 
tive  of  the  shipping  interests  if  he  would 
do  likewise,  he  said:  “No,  I  cannot  prom¬ 
ise  you  that.  I  cannot  promise  you  we 
will  not  raise  the  rates.”  In  fact,  we 
know  they  will  raise  the  rates,  because  he 
testified  that  ocean  shipping  rates  are 
fixed  by  competition  on  the  basis  of  the 
law  of  supply  and  demand,  that  if  there 
are  more  goods  to  be  shipped  the  rates 
are  going  up.  Consequently,  if  we  are 
going  to  provide  some  50  ships  to  move 
this  wheat,  of  course  the  rates  are  going 
up,  not  only  for  wheat  but  all  the  rates 
on  all  ocean  shipping  in  which  the 
United  States  is  involved  are  going  up. 

That,  Mr.  Chairman,  is  the  most  se¬ 
rious  thing  about  this.  If  you  do  not 
remember  anything  else  I  have  said  this 
morning,  remember  we  are  not  simply 
talking  about  the  shipping  rates  on  this 


7304 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


June  23 


wheat.  When  you  talk  about  guarantee¬ 
ing  a  portion  of  this  shipment  to  Amer¬ 
ican  bottoms  we  are  talking  about  a 
proposition  that  involves  all  ocean  rates 
that  the  United  States  Government  has 
to  pay  and  the  United  States  is  the  big¬ 
gest  shipper  in  the  world,  using  some¬ 
thing  like  four-fifths  of  all  the  American 
tramp  ships  today. 

Mr.  LYLE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POAGE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Texas. 

Mi-.  LYLE.  Did  the  gentleman’s  com¬ 
mittee  take  into  consideration  the  $4,- 
800,000,000  authorization  which  we  han¬ 
dled  last  week  when  you  considered  this 
additional  $100  million  bill? 

Mr.  POAGE.  Our  committee  was  not 
advised  at  that  time.  I  cannot  say  we 
did  take  it  into  consideration.  Of  course, 
we  knew  there  was  going  to  be  a  foreign- 
aid  bill. 

Mr.  LYLE.  I  cannot  help  but  observe 
that  under  the  Fair  Deal  we  sold  wheat 
to  India  and  took  notes,  however  worth¬ 
less  they  may  be,  and  they  paid  the 
freight  on  the  wheat.  Under  the  No 
Deal  we  give  it  to  them,  then  pay  the 
freight  on  it.  I  am  wondering  if  it  would 
not  be  better  to  have  a  Little  Deal  here. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Yes.  This  is  a  proposi¬ 
tion  not  only  to  give  tlie  wheat  away,  but 
to  deliver  it  and  hang  it  on  a  Christmas 
tree.  Maybe  we  should  have  put  some 
red  bells  on  it,  too.  Again  the  present 
administration  has  proven  that  it  can  do 
all  the  New  Deal  did  and  when  it  comes 
to  giving  something  away  that  it  can 
give  it  away  more  freely. 

I  just  wonder  why  we  can  not  for  once 
consider  the  effect  of  our  action  W  the 
welfare  of  the  American  taxpayer. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  this  is  a  mat¬ 
ter  in  which  we  ought  to  try  to  find  a 
reasonable  solution,  and  it  is  also  a  mat¬ 
ter  to  which  a  great  deal  of  thought 
and  study  has  been  given  by  the  execu¬ 
tive  departments  which  will  handle  it. 

I  have  before  me  a  letter  from  the 
Director  of  Mutual  Security,  Mr.  Harold 
E.  Stassen,  on  this  subject,  and  also  on 
the  question  of  carriage  in  American 
ships.  Of  course,  if  we  adopt  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas,  we  might  just  as  well  not 
pass  the  bill  because  Pakistan  does  not 
have  the  shipping,  nor  does  it  have  the 
dollars  or  the  pounds  that  would  enable 
it  to  pay  the  freight  on  all  these  ship¬ 
ments.  It  is  thought  Pakistan  may  be 
able  to  pay  a  part  of  the  ocean  freight 
in  sterling,  and  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Mutual  Security  Administration  to  ask 
that  Pakistan  pay  what  it  can  pay  on 
the  shipping  charges. 

I  want  to  insert  in  the  Record,  after 
the  Committee  goes  into  the  House  the 
entire  letter  from  Mr.  Stassen,  but  I 
want  to  at  this  time  read  some  excerpts 
from  it: 

In  the  present  case  Pakistan  has  almost 
no  holdings  of  sterling,  dollars,  or  gold  other 
than  a  relatively  small  amount  needed  to 
back  its  currency.  It  would  be  an  extreme 
hardship  for  Pakistan  to  attempt  to  pay  any 
dollar  shipping  costs  and  undesirable  from 
the  point  of  view  of  our  interest  in  Pakistan's 
stability  to  require  it  to  do  so. 


It  has  been  the  general  practice  of  the 
Congress  to  require  that,  insofar  as  prac¬ 
ticable,  at  least  50  percent  of  the  tonnage  of 
commodities  made  available  with  United 
States  assistance  be  shipped  in  American  flag 
vessels  to  the  extent  such  vessels  are  avail¬ 
able  at  market  rates  for  United  States  flag 
vessels. 

In  view  of  all  the  circumstances,  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  executive  branch  to  ask 
Pakistan  to  pay  the  portion  of  the  shipping 
costs  in  sterling  which  Pakistan  is  able  to 
pay  and  that  the  United  States  will  pay 
the  portion  of  the  shipping  costs  which  are 
in  dollars.  Unexpended  funds  already  ap¬ 
propriated  under  the  Mutual  Security  legis¬ 
lation  for  fiscal  year  1953  will  be  used  for 
this  purpose.  No  new  appropriations  will 
be  necessary.  It  is  my  belief  that  Pakistan 
may  draw  on  its  meager  sterling  reserves  to 
pay  for  ocean  transportation  for  approxi¬ 
mately  one-half  of  the  wheat  to  be  shipped 
and  that  the  remainder  will  be  dollar  costs 
paid  for  by  the  Director  of  Mutual  Security. 

Thus  if  we  adopt  no  amendments  to 
this  bill  on  either  of  these  two  subjects, 
that  is  the  way  the  matter  will  be 
handled  according  to  the  Director  of 
Mutual  Security.  It  seems  to  me  that 
this  is  a  sound  way  to  handle  it.  It  is  in 
accordance  with  the  policies  that  Con¬ 
gress  has  laid  down  in  the  past.  It  is 
in  accordance  with  Pakistan’s  ability  to 
pay.  Certainly  we  would  be  doing  a 
reckless  and  a  foolish  thing  if  we  should 
pass  legislation  now  that  Pakistan  could 
not  take  advantage  of  or,  if  it  did  by 
some  possible  chance  take  advantage  of, 
would  leave  it  in  a  weakened  financial 
condition,  so  that  a  year  from  now  we 
might  be  called  upon  to  give  a  greater 
measure  of  relief  than  it  is  necessary 
for  us  to  give  at  this  time.  This  amend¬ 
ment  should  be  voted  down. 

The  full  text  of  the  letter  from  Mr. 
Stassen  is  as  follows: 

Executive  Office  of  the  President, 

Office  of  the  Director  for 

Mutual  Security, 
Washington  D.  C.,  June  19,  1953. 
Hon.  Clifford  R.  Hope, 

Chairman,  Committee  on  Agriculture, 
House  of  Representatives, 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Dear  Congressman  Hope:  I  understand 
that  following  my  testimony  before  your 
committee  on  the  Pakistan  wheat  bill,  some 
discussion  has  arisen  concerning  the  ar¬ 
rangements  to  be  made  for  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  the  wheat  and  how  the  transportation 
is  to  be  paid  for.  I  should  like  to  explain  the 
position  of  the  executive  branch  on  these 
matters. 

As  you  know,  substantially  all  foreign-aid 
legislation  has  specifically  or  implicitly  au¬ 
thorized  the  United  States  to  pay  for  the 
costs  of  delivery  of  foreign-aid  goods  as  part 
of  the  assistance  granted.  In  the  case  of  our 
relief  assistance  to  Europe  after  the  war,  in 
our  later  relief  and  rehabilitation  assistance 
to  Europe,  the  Near  East,  and  the  Far  East, 
in  our  military  assistance  program,  and  in 
such  special  legislation  as  relief  to  Yugo¬ 
slavia,  the  United  States  has  recognized  that 
the  financial  position  of  the  countries  we 
have  helped  has  made  it  necessary  for  us 
not  only  to  make. the  goods  available  but  to 
pay  all  or  a  portion  of  the  costs  of  trans¬ 
portation  to  the  ports  of  the  receiving  coun¬ 
try.  The  one  major  exception  to  this  prac¬ 
tice  has  been  the  wheat  loan  to  India.  In 
that  case,  India  had  funds  available  to  cover 
transportation  and  had  stated  its  intention 
to  do  so. 

In  the  present  case  Pakistan  has  almost  no 
holdings  of  sterling,  dollars,  or  gold  other 
than  a  relatively  small  amount  needed  to 
back  its  currency.  It  would  be  an  extreme 


hardship  for  Pakistan  to  attempt  to  pay  any 
dollar  shipping  costs  and  undesirable  from 
the  point  of  view  of  our  interest  in  Pakistan’s 
stability  to  require  it  to  do  so. 

It  has  been  the  general  practice  of  the 
Congress  to  require  that,  insofar  as  practica¬ 
ble,  at  least  50  percent  of  the  tonnage  of 
commodities  made  available  with  United 
States  assistance  be  shipped  in  American-flag 
vessels  to  the  extent  such  vessels  are  avail¬ 
able  at  market  rates  for  United  States-flag 
vessels. 

In  view  of  all  the  circumstances,  it  is  the 
Intention  of  the  executive  branch  to  ask 
Pakistan  to  pay  the  portion  of  the  shipping 
costs  in  sterling  which  Pakistan  is  able  to 
pay,  and  that  the  United  States  will  pay  the 
portion  of  the  shipping  costs  which  are  in 
dollars.  Unexpended  funds  already  appro¬ 
priated  under  the  mutual-security  legisla¬ 
tion  for  fiscal  year  1953  will  be  used  for  this 
purpose.  No  new  appropriation  will  be  nec¬ 
essary.  It  is  my  belief  that  Pakistan  may 
draw  on  its  meager  sterling  reserves  to  pay 
for  ocean  transportation  for  approximately 
one-half  of  the  wheat  to  be  shipped,  and 
that  the  remainder  will  be  dollar  costs  paid 
for  by  the  Director  for  Mutual  Security. 

In  view  of  the  discussion  which  has  arisen 
concerning  a  requirement  that  Pakistan  pay 
all  shipping  costs,  I  should  like  to  repeat 
that,  although  Pakistan’s  financial  condition 
would  permit  the  payment  in  sterling  of 
transportation  of  approximately  half  of  the 
wheat,  it  would  be  effectively  impossible  for 
Pakistan  to  pay  the  dollar  costs  for  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  the  other  half.  To  compel  Pak¬ 
istan  to  find  sterling  vessels  for  all  trans¬ 
portation  would  not  only  be  a  great  strain 
upon  Pakistan’s  sterling  resources,  but 
would,  of  course,  deprive  United  States  ves¬ 
sels  of  any  share  in  the  ocean  transportation 
of  the  wheat. 

Sincerely  yours, 

Harold  E.  Stassen, 
Director  for  Mutual  Security. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  in  opposition  to 
this  amendment. 

I  listened  on  yesterday  and  again  to¬ 
day  to  the  argument  made  here  by  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Poage]  .  I 
am  convinced  that  he  has  not  followed 
this  overall  program,  otherwise  he  would 
not  make  the  statements  he  has  made. 
Actually,  when  the  Congress  first 
adopted  the  ECA  program  some  years 
ago  we  wrote  into  the  law  a  provision 
which  has  been  continued  in  the  law 
since  that  time,  that  50  percent  of  these 
cargoes  should  be  moved  in  American 
bottoms.  Under  that  provision  millions 
and  millions  and  millions  of  tons  of 
freight,  various  types  of  cargo,  have  been 
movqd  all  over  the  world.  In  the  au¬ 
thorization  adopted  here  last  week  for 
the  Mutual  Security  Administration, 
calling  for  four  and  a  half  or  five  billion 
dollars,  that  provision  was  again  adopted. 

Now  we  are  confronted  with  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Texas  offering  an  amend¬ 
ment  and  giving  us  as  a"  basis  for  it  that 
if  we  adopt  the  same  policy  on  a  bill 
which  involves  $100  million,  not  $5  bil¬ 
lion,  oceangoing  freight  rates  will  be 
increased  on  all  shipments  by  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Government. 

Mr.  POAGE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BOGGS.  No;  I  have  only  5 
minutes. 

Mr.  POAGE.  The  gentleman  is  talk¬ 
ing  about  me. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  I  have  not  said  any¬ 
thing  unkind  about  the  gentleman. 
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Mr.  POAGE.  The  gentleman  did  not 
state  correctly  what  I  said.  The  gentle¬ 
man  is  wrong. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  That  is  the  way  I  un¬ 
derstood  the  gentleman.  Maybe  my 
ears  are  failing  me,  but  my  interpreta¬ 
tion  of  what  the  gentleman  said  was  that 
unless  we  adopt  his  amendment,  and  if 
we  use  some  American  bottoms  to  trans¬ 
port  this  grain,  we  will  up  the  cost  of 
ocean  shipping  for  every  ton  of  American 
freight  moved  under  other  programs. 

If  you  have  a  $5  billion  program  and 
you  come  along  with  a  $100  million  pro¬ 
gram,  it  is  ridiculous  to  assume  that  the 
$100  million  program  is  going  to  have 
any  noticeable  effect  when  you  have  a 
major  program  involving  almost  $5  bil¬ 
lion. 

What  was  the  original  reason  for 
adopting  this  amendment  in  the  first 
place?  The  American  merchant  marine 
Is  an  integral  part  of  the  Defense  Estab¬ 
lishment  of  the  United  States  of  Amer¬ 
ica.  Anybody  who  has  studied  the  his¬ 
tory  of  the  American  merchant  marine 
realizes  that  time  and  time  again  we 
have  had  statements  similar  to  the  one 
made  by  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
about  subsidies,  misinformation  given  to 
the  Members  of  this  body  so  that  as  the 
result  invariably  between  national  emer¬ 
gencies  we  have  abandoned  our  Amer¬ 
ican  fleet,  and  come  a  new  emergency 
we  have  been  called  upon  to  spend  bil¬ 
lions  and  billions  and  billions  of  dollars 
to  rebuild  and  rehabilitate  that  fleet. 

If  the  alternative  meant  substantial 
savings  in  funds,  maybe  there  might  be 
some  justification  for  the  type  of  amend¬ 
ment  the  gentleman  from  Texas  offers, 
but  let  us  look  at  it. 

In  response  to  a  question  from,  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Lyle] 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Poage] 
said  that  Pakistan  could  pay  for  this  out 
of  the  $90  million  we  voted  them  last 
week  in  the  Mutual  Security  Administra¬ 
tion  program  bill.  In  other  words,  we 
are  supposed  to  take  the  Mutual  Security 
Administration  funds  that  we  authorized 
last  week  and  turn  around  and  use  those 
funds  to  subsidize  foreign  competition 
against  the  American  merchant  fleet. 

As  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  so  ably 
pointed  out  a  moment  ago,  Pakistan  has 
no  ships.  It  has  no  merchant  fleet. 
Therefore,  the  effect  of  the  adoption  of 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  would  mean  we  would 
use  MSA  funds  to  subsidize  other  lines 
competing  with  American  lines. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Louisiana  has  expired. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  time  may  be  extended  for  5 
additional  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mi-.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BOGGS.  I  am  glad  to  yield  to 
the  gentleman. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  It  seems  to  me 
we  have  a  meritorious  case  here.  Char¬ 
ity  calls  for  this  action.  It  is  directed 


toward  a  great  people  who  are  friendly 
to  us.  That  is  an  additional  circum¬ 
stance.  So  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I 
have  never  placed  any  restrictions  upon 
charities,  and  I  do  not  think  it  is  wise 
for  us  to  place  any  restrictions  on  this 
occasion  by  compelling  the  Government 
of  Pakistan  to  pay  the  transportation.  I 
thoroughly  agree  with  the  position  taken 
by  my  friend,  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr. -BOGGS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  wish  to  make  two  brief 
comments.  One  is  that  there  was  $27,- 
500,000  for  Pakistan  in  the  bill  last  week 
and  not  $71  million  or  $90  million  or 
other  figures  that  have  been  given. 

The  second  is  that  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
would  make  it  impossible  to  use  those 
funds  for  ocean  freight  even  if  they  were 
allocated  for  that  purpose  because  his 
amendment  says  no  funds  from  this  or 
any  other  appropriation  can  be  used  to 
pay  ocean  freight.  So  the  argument  that 
Pakistan  is  getting  money  from  us  in 
other  appropriations  like  MSA  that  it 
can  use  for  this  purpose  falls  of  its  own 
weight. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  It  seems  to  me  that  the 
observation  of  the  gentleman  from  Min¬ 
nesota  is  not  necessarily  correct.  If 
you  make  available  in  credits  to  the  gov¬ 
ernment  $27  million  or  whatever  the  fig¬ 
ure  is,  you  necessarily  free  certain  other 
funds  for  that  purpose.  If  you  do  not 
make  $27  million  available,  then  they 
would  have  to  use  their  own  funds.  In 
other  words,  you  may  not  be  able  to  use 
the  $27  million  to  pay  the  cost  of  that 
ocean  freight  but  by  using  the  $27  mil¬ 
lion  for  some  other  purposes,  let  us  say 
irrigation  or  public  works,  then  you  have 
other  funds  available  that  you  do  use 
to  pay  the  freight  made  possible  by  the 
$27  million. 

Mr.  JUDD.  But  the  fact  is  that  Pak¬ 
istan  has  only  about  $4  million  worth  of 
gold,  American  currency,  and  about  $150 
million  in  sterling.  She  has  to  have 
more  than  that  to  back  her  own  cur¬ 
rency  with  a.  30-percent  reserve.  Her 
rupees  will  not  pay  for  any  shipping, 
and  as  the  gentleman  said,  she  has  no 
ships  of  her  own  so  no  matter  how  much 
she  gets  in  other  appropriations,  she  will 
still  be  unable  to  mobilize  enough  foreign 
currency  to  buy  transportation  from  the 
ships  of  the  world. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  I  trust  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  is  opposed  to  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  certainly  am. 

.Mr.  BOGGS.  That  is  splendid. 

Mr.  KEOGH.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BOGGS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  KEOGH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  should 
like  to  commend  the  gentleman  on  his 
typically  intelligent  approach  to  this 
problem.  I  should  like  to  ask  him  if  he 
does  not  agree  with  me  that  this  is,  in 
fact,  no  Santa  Claus  program  nor  even 
is  it  charity,  but  is  another  step  in  the 
program  we  have  laid  down  for  our  own 
best  interest. 


Mr.  BOGGS.  I  certainly  think  so. 

Mr.  KEOGH.  Is  is  not  a  fact  that  it 
is  generally  agreed  the  forces  of  com¬ 
munism  thrive  mostly  when  people  are 
hungry? 

Mr.  BOGGS.  I  think  that  has  been 
demonstrated  time  and  time  again. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  the  House 
should  thoroughly  understand  what  is 
involved  here.  It  is  very  easy  to  talk 
about  subsidies.  It  is  very  easy  to  get 
up  and  condemn  a  great  American  in¬ 
dustry.  It  is  very  easy  to  shed  some¬ 
thing  other  than  light  on  a  matter  which 
has  been  discussed  in  this  body  time  and 
time  again.  The  American  merchant 
marine  is  private  enterprise.  It  is  one 
of  the  few  merchant  marines  in  the 
world  that  is  in  that  condition.  Talk 
about  subsidy — why  practically  every 
other  fleet  that  sails  the  ocean  is  owned 
and  operated  by  their  government. 

Mr.  TOLLEFSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BOGGS.  I  yield. 

Mr.  TOLLEFSON.  In  speaking  of 
subsidies,  is  it  not  true  that  the  American 
tramp  ship  fleet  is  not  subsidized  by  the 
Government? 

Mr.  BOGGS.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I 
just  do  not  believe  there  is  a  word  which 
has  been  more  carelessly  used  over  a 
period  of  time  than  the  word  “subsidy” 
as  applied  to  the  American  shipping  in¬ 
dustry.  I  am  quite  sure  the  members  of 
this  great  Committee  on  Agriculture  do 
not  know  as  much  about  this  subject  as 
other  Members  who  have  studied  this 
problem.  I  would  rather  follow  the  ad¬ 
vice  of  the  gentleman  from  North  Caro¬ 
lina  [Mr.  Bonner],  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  Weichel],  and  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  [Mr.  Keogh],  and  the 
gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Thompson], 
men  who  have  studied  this  problem  year 
in  and  year  out  than  any  of  my  friends, 
the  distinguished  members  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Agriculture.  I  admire  them 
and  respect  them;  but  I  say,  with  all  due 
respect  to  them,  that  they  have  not 
studied  this  problem  of  the  American 
merchant  marine,  and  it  is  ridiculous  to 
get  up  here  and  talk  about  subsidies. 

Mr.  BONNER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  sure  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  [Mr.  Poage]  does  not 
want  to  have  remain  in  the  Record  some 
of  the  statements  he  made  on  yester¬ 
day  and  today.  I  went  to  the  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Agriculture  of  the  House  and  got 
a  copy  of  the  transcript  of  the  hearings 
on  this  bill  and  find  that  only  one  per¬ 
son,  so  far  as  I  could  learn  from  the 
record,  who  knew  anything  about  the 
American  Merchant  Marine,  testified. 
That  was  Mr.  Fraser  Bailey,  who  is  ex¬ 
ecutive  secretary  of  the  subsidized  flag 
lines. 

'  On  page  184  of  the  hearings,  Mr.  Poage 
asked  Mr.  Bailey,  “What  would  be  the 
transportation  cost?” 

Mr.  Bailey  replied,  “$15  to  $25  per 
ton.” 

It  must  be  remembered  that  this  is  a 
bulk-cargo  transaction.  This  is  not  a 
cargo  that  will  go  on  primarily  berth 
liners  or  regular  ships  that  sail  on  reg¬ 
ular  schedule. 
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Again,  in  Mr.  Poage’s  statement  on 
page  7248  of  the  Record,  he  said: 

If  you  vote  for  this  proposition  to  have 
the  United  States  Government  still  further 
subsidize  ocean  transportation  and  provide 
that  this  wheat  must  move  in  American  bot¬ 
toms,  you  are  going  to  raise  the  cost  of  all 
ocean  transportation. 

On  the  face  of  it,  that  statement  is 
simply  ridiculous.  These  American  flag 
vessels  that  are  not  on  regular  schedule, 
which  are  subsidized,  carry  the  bulk  of 
our  American  commerce  around  the 
world.  They  are  in  a  conference  with 
all  foreign  operators,  operators  of  flag 
vessels  of  foreign  nations.  They  have 
conference  rates  and  schedules.  So  the 
matter  of  hauling  this  freight  on  tramp 
vessels  will  not  affect  the  flag-run  ves¬ 
sels  and  will  not  affect  the  freight  that 
we  are  now  hauling  to  Korea  or  to  Japan. 
At  the  time  when  we  were  shipping  coal 
and  other  things  and  the  tramp  rate  be¬ 
came  high,  the  MSTS  broke  out  of  the 
reserve  fleet  a  great  number  of  our  Lib¬ 
erty-  and  Victory-type  vessels  and  put 
them  under  charter  so  as  to  hold  freight 
rates  down. 

Mr.  Chairman,  due  to  the  limited  and 
infrequent  movement  of  United  States 
freight  to  Pakistan,  American  flag  serv¬ 
ice  is  provided  by  only  two  or  possibly 
three  companies.  These  companies  will 
only  handle  parcels  of  this  cargo.  This 
inevitably  results  generally  in  higher 
level  freight  rates  than  obtain  to  other 
areas  of  the  world  where  there  is  less 
flag  service  to  an  area. 

Pakistan  normally  is  not  a  grain  im¬ 
porting  nation  and  seldom,  if  ever,  uses 
berth  rate  via  conference  freight  lines. 
American  foreign  flag  service  is  $24  per 
ton  on  flag  runs.  By  comparison,  the 
berth  rate  to  German  ports  by  conference 
lines  is  $6  to  $7;  $8  to  $9  to  Italy;  and 
Greece,  $12  to  $13. 

The  American  flag  tramp  rates  are 
calculated  as  of  today — this  is  the  report 
I  got  today  from  the  association  that 
deals  with  making  rates  in  tramp  ship¬ 
ping — at  $18.50  a  ton;  and  the  foreign 
flag  tramp  operator  rate  is  $10.50  a  ton 
today.  Natui’ally  these  are  estimates; 
these  cargoes  fluctuate,  and  the  negoti¬ 
ation  of  the  freight  fluctuates. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

(By  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Bonner 
was  allowed  to  proceed  for  5  additional 
minutes.) 

Mr.  BONNER.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is 
impossible  to  substantiate  the  statement 
that  the  effect  of  a  50  percent  carriage  by 
the  American  flag  lines  would  in  addition 
to  the  alleged  excess  expenditures  re¬ 
ferred  to  above  result  in  substantial  in¬ 
crease  in  world  rates. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BONNER.  In  just  a  minute — In 
the  case  of  Korea,  Japan,  and  the  Chi¬ 
nese  continent,  the  area  to  which  our 
Government  is  presently  shipping,  ad¬ 
mittedly  supply  and  demand  always  have 
some  effect  on  the  measure  of  tramp 
rates,  foreign  rates  as  well  as  American 
flag  rates.  However,  American  flag  par¬ 
ticipation  along  with  foreign  flag  par¬ 
ticipation  is  a  proven  stabilizing  factor 


in  preventing  skyrocketing  rates;  and 
anyone  who  has  looked  into  the  history 
of  international  shipping  will  find  that 
statement  to  be  true. 

Now  I  yield  to  the  gentleman  from 
Mississippi. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  As  I  understood 
the  remarks  made  by  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana  who  preceded  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina,  unless  we  defeat 
the  Poage  amendment  the  merchant 
marine  of  this  country  is  going  to  be  left 
in  very,  very  bad  condition.  Now,  sup¬ 
pose  we  did  not  pass  the  bill  where  would 
the  merchant  marine  be?  i 

Mr.  BONNER.  No;  the  merchant 
marine  would  not  be  in  bad  position. 
The  ships  that  would  carry  this  cargo  are 
not  subsidized. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  They  would  be 
just  as  well  off  as  they  are  now  if  we 
decided  not  to  deliver  the  wheat  to 
Pakistan. 

Mr.  BONNER.  It  is  an  essential  part 
of  the  industry  of  America  to  keep  these 
American  tramp  flagships  sailing.  If 
you  want  to  take  the  tramp  ships  which 
have  been  the  backbone  of  our  national 
defense  in  emergency  off  of  the  ocean, 
then  fix  it  so  when  time  and  opportunity 
offer  freight  on  the  high  seas  that  they 
cannot  participate  in  it. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  May  I  ask  one 
other  question:  Are  we  not  setting  the 
precedent  that  any  time  hereafter  we 
decide  to  give  somebody  on  the  other  side 
of  the  world  something  they  cannot  even 
come  and  get  if  they  want  to,  but  that 
we  must  send  it  to  them  ourselves? 

Mr.  BONNER.  I  do  not  know  whether 
Congress  establishes  a  precedent  by  an 
act  that  we  might  do  today;  it  can  be 
changed  in  the  next  Congress.  In  an¬ 
swer  let  me  say  to  the  gentleman  that 
50  percent  of  the  wheat  we  sent  to  India 
was  carried  in  American  bottoms. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  The  gentleman 
knows  more  about  that  than  I.  Of 
course,  India  is  supposed  to  have  bought 
the  wheat  they  got  from  us. 

Mr.  BONNER.  I  care  not  whether 
it  was  bought  or  given  to  them ;  we  have 
two  nations  here  that  are  living  side  by 
side. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  That  was  a 
cheaper  deal  than  this  one. 

Mr.  BONNER.  We  help  one  of  them 
to  get  wheat  which  help  we  deny  to  the 
other,  and  then  there  is  the  religious 
question  which  has  been  spoken  of.  We 
have  been  blessed  by  God  Almighty  with 
bounteous  crops;  our  granaries  are  over¬ 
running.  The  Agriculture  Committee 
and  the  Congress  have  helped  the  farm¬ 
ers;  we  are  all  getting  along  well;  we 
have  more  grain  than  we  can  possibly 
use.  Where  can  we  sell  it?  Here  are 
people  destitute.  As  the  minority  leader 
of  the  House  said,  this  is  a  charity 
matter. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BONNER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Along  the  line  of  prece¬ 
dents,  I  would  like  to  point  out  that  in 
the  case  of  the  wheat  that  was  sent  to 
Yugoslavia  we  paid  the  freight.  In  the 
case  of  billions  of  dollars’  worth  of  goods 
that  were  sent  all  over  the  world  by 
UNRRA,  for  which  we  paid  practically 


all  the  cost,  following  the  war  years,  we 
not  only  paid  the  ocean  freight  but  we 
paid  the  cost  of  distribution  in  the  coun¬ 
tries.  So,  no  matter  what  we  do  here 
as  far  as  paying  the  freight  is  concerned, 
we  are  not  setting  any  precedent. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Maybe  that  was 
the  reason  for  UNRRA  folding  up. 

Mr.  BONNER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  con¬ 
clude  with  this  statement — and  it  is 
properly  debatable — but  it  is  my  opinion, 
knowing  just  a  little  something  about 
the  American  merchant  marine,  if  this 
provision  is  written  into  the  bill,  it  wiir 
cost  Pakistan  or  the  United  States  Gov¬ 
ernment  or  somebody  if  this  wheat  is  to 
be  delivered  to  Pakistan  far  more  than 
if  we  ship  50  percent  of  it  in  American 
tramp  vessels  because  it  will  be  a  balance 
and  a  check,  one  on  the  other. 

I  hope  the  pending  amendment  will  be 
defeated. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  rise  in  support  of  the  pending 
amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  shall  support  the 
amendment.  I  regret  that  this  discus¬ 
sion  about  the  American  merchant  ma¬ 
rine  gets  into  the  argument  stage.  I  am 
supporting  this  amendment  because  I 
believe  that  the  United  States,  which  is 
making  a  gift  of  this  wheat,  should  not 
be  called  upon  to  spend  an  additional 
twenty  some-odd-million  dollars  in  pay¬ 
ing  the  freight  on  it. 

I  may  say  that  if  Pakistan  was  not  de¬ 
riving  some  money  from  the  sale  of  a 
portion  of  the  wheat,  and  a  sufficient 
amount  of  money  to  pay  the  freight  on 
the  entire  amount  of  wheat,  I  would 
probably  not  be  opposing  this  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  May  I  say  that  I 
am  not  too  impressed  with  the  argu¬ 
ment  that  has  been  made  regarding  the 
need  of  the  merchant  marine.  If  they 
need  a  subsidy,  the  thing  for  them  to  do 
is  to  come  before  the  proper  committee 
of  the  Congress  and  ask  for  it.  That  is 
the  proper  way  to  get  it. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  I  thank  the 
gentleman.  May  I  give  my  further  rea¬ 
sons  for  supporting  this  amendment. 

I  do  not  think  that  the  representatives 
of  the  MSA  were  completely  honest  with 
the  committee  when  they  appeared  be¬ 
fore  it.  They  realized  that  this  bill  made 
no  reference  to  the  delivery  of  the  wheat 
or  who  should  pay  for  the  cost  of  trans¬ 
portation.  The  Administrator  did  say 
that  they  were  coming  before  our  com¬ 
mittee  with  this  bill  to  gain  authority 
to  give  the  wheat.  He  also  intimated 
that  they  might  use  funds  which  MSA 
has  for  buying  wheat,  but,  in  effect,  they 
were  getting  additional  money  by  this 
bill.  As  I  said  before,  Pakistan  will  real¬ 
ize  enough  money  from  the  sale  of  wheat 
from  those  who  can  pay  to  pay  for  this 
freight. 

Another  thing,  Mr.  Stassen  did  not  tell 
us  that  Pakistan  would  be  asked  to  pay 
any  part  of  this  bill.  Again  I  say,  I  do 
not  believe  the  MSA  was  entirely  frank 
with  the  committee. 
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Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas,  the  chairman 
of  our  committee. 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  simply  want  to  point  out 
to  the  gentleman  that  no  matter  how 
much  Pakistan  derives  from  the  sale  of 
this  wheat  in  rupees,  there  are  no  ships 
in  the  world  today,  outside  of  the  few 
Pakistanian  ships,  that  can  be  hired  for 
rupees.  Of  course  if  they  could  sell  it 
for  dollars  or  sterling  to  their  own  peo¬ 
ple  they  could  get  money  from  the  sale 
of  the  wheat  which  they  could  use  in 
hiring  the  ships;  but  as  long  as  it  is  in 
rupees  they  cannot  possibly  hire  any 
shipping. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Well,  if  the 
rupee  is  the  medium  of  exchange  there 
in  Pakistan,  evidently  they  have  some 
provision  for  making  some  exchange  be¬ 
cause  they  do  carry  on  commerce  with 
other  parts  of  the  world,  and  they  can 
arrange  for  some  money.  I  am  saying 
that  the  Pakistan  Government  will  be 
selling  enough  of  this  wheat  in  the  me¬ 
dium  of  exchange  of  their  own  country 
sufficient  to  pay  the  entire  transporta¬ 
tion  cost. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  we  should  not 
become  confused  about  this  shipping 
matter  at  all.  I  am  sorry  it  has  been 
injected.  I  regret  it,  and  I  do  not  think 
it  is  going  to  hurt  the  American  shippers 
so  far  as  that  is  concerned,  with  this 
apparently  small  sum.  I  would  have 
felt  much  better  if  the  MSA  had  come 
before  this  committee  and  said,  “Now, 
we  are  going  to  ask  for  authority  to  have 
this  wheat  taken  from  the  surplus  stocks, 
and  then  we  are  going  to  ask  for  an  addi¬ 
tional  authority  or  an  appropriation  of, 
say,  $5  million,”  I  would  go  along  with 
that,  “to  pay  for  part  of  this  transporta¬ 
tion.”  But  when  you  talk  about  what  we 
are  talking  about  here  today,  and  concur 
in  the  amendment  offered  in  the  Senate, 
you  are  going  to  add  another  $25  million 
or  $26  million  to  this  bill,  and  that  is  the 
thing  I  am  opposed  to.  I  am  for  giving 
the  wheat,  and  I  think  that  is  fine. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Missouri  has  expired. 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  let  me  say  this  in  the 
beginning  that  I  think  everybody  in  this 
controversy  over  whether  or  not  this 
amendment  should  be  adopted  is  sincere. 
I  heard  a  great  deal  of  the  testimony 
before  the  Committee  on  Agriculture, 
and  I  testified  myself  on  this  bill.  I 
think  most  of  the  interpretations  that 
have  been  made  here  have  been  inter¬ 
pretations  as  these  men  have  understood 
the  facts  to  be.  However,  may  I  say  in 
answer  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
[Mr.  Poage] — and  he  made  a  very  able 
argument  for  his  position  here  a  few 
minutes  ago.  This,  if  we  are  going  to 
save  a  lot  of  money  I  would  kindly  ask 
him  apd  some  of  the  others  who  argue 
here  today  if  they  would  be  willing  also 
for  us  to  appropriate  the  money  and  to 
purchase  this  wheat  at  $1.83  instead  of 
$2.46,  which  is  the  loan  value  which  was 
taken  by  the  Commodity  Credit  Corpo¬ 
ration  on  this  wheat  which  is  now  being 
transferred  to  Pakistan.  Now,  it  would 


be  possible,  if  we  wanted  to  take  the  sub¬ 
sidy  out  of  it,  to  perhaps  effect  a  saving 
of  $23  million  by  buying  it  at  $1.83.  But 
I  do  not  think  the  gentleman  from  Texas 
would  be  willing  to  make  that  sacrifice. 

I  do  not  believe  it  is  reasonable  to  ask 
that  the  shipping  industry  here  should 
be  willing  to  make  the  same  kind  of  a 
sacrifice  any  more  than  he  would  be  will¬ 
ing  to  make  on  Texas  wheat.  I  think  it 
would  be  just  as  reasonable  for  them  to 
ask  us  people  to  knock  off  50  cents  a 
bushel  as  it  would  be  for  us  to  take  the 
subsidy  out  of  ships  which  we  might  need 
in  the  next  war.  I  think  it  is  just  as 
reasonable  to  assume  one  as  the  other. 
That  would  be  my  answer  to  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  shipping  50  percent  of  this  in 
American  bottoms. 

I  am  afraid  that  we  are  losing  sight 
of  the  important  issue,  as  I  see  it  here, 
and  that  is  that  we  are  here  attempting 
to  do  something  in  favor  of  a  friendly 
ally.  If  we  are  going  to  ask  them  to  take 
so  much  of  their  money  and  to  put  it  in 
the  form  of  transportation,  are  we  in  any 
way  going  to  ask  them  to  risk  their  own 
economic  condition,  which  we  are  at¬ 
tempting  to  cure?  I  think  we  are,  be¬ 
cause  it  has  been  repeatedly  pointed  out 
that  that  would  be  the  result.  But,  what 
I  think  we  are  losing  sight  of  in  the 
House  is  this  important  feature.  That 
if  we  ask  them  to  do  that,  we  are  taking 
out  from  under  their  economy  certain 
moneys  that  are  needed  in  backing  up 
their  currency.  Whether  you  call  it  dol¬ 
lars  or  x’upees  I  do  not  think  is  impor¬ 
tant.  They  certainly  do  not  have  any 
dollars  which  they  could  do  this  job 
with.  The  lowest  figure  that  they  could 
transport  this  is  about  $12  million.  If 
they  take  all  of  the  dollars  they  have — • 
and  they  only  have  about  $7  million — if 
you  take  all  of  that,  why  you  would  be 
short  $5  million  if  you  take  every  single 
dollar  they  have  available  to  pay  for  the 
cost  of  the  transportation  in  dollars.  If 
you  take  it  in  rupees  as  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Agriculture  has  pointed  out,  there  is  not 
an  American  shipping  company  that 
would  be  willing  to  accept  pay  in  rupees. 
Now,  I  do  not  know  whether  you  would 
be  able  to  find  other  world  shipping  that 
would  be  willing  to  take  it  or  not.  The 
important  problem  is  not  to  undermine 
the  economy  of  Pakistan  at  the  same 
time  that  we  are  trying  to  give  them  the 
benefit  of  our  generosity. 

In  answering  the  gentleman  here,  I 
certainly  do  not  want  in  my  own  area  to 
pull  the  support  price  out  from  under 
wheat,  which  it  would  be  necessary  to 
do  if  we  appropriated  money  and  pur¬ 
chased  this  wheat  on  the  market  at  the 
lowest  dollar  market  we  could  find. 

In  the  second  place,  I  believe  that  we 
do  want  to  accomplish  the  purpose  for 
which  this  bill  was  introduced,  and  that 
is  to  do  a  friendly  act  for  a  friendly  ally 
and  at  the  same  time  not  undermine 
the  economy  of  that  country. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HALLECK.  I  commend  the  gen¬ 
tleman  on  the  statement  he  has  made, 
because  he  has  demonstrated  a  grasp  of 
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the  true  facts  that  are  involved.  He  has 
certainly  presented  a  case  that  ought  to 
bring  about  the  defeat  of  this  amend¬ 
ment.  I  want  to  associate  myself  with 
what  the  gentleman  has  said. 

In  other  words,  it  has  already  been 
established  that  we  have  the  wheat.  We 
have  more  wheat  than  we  know  what  to 
do  with.  I  am  afraid  a  lot  of  it  is  going 
to  be  spoiling  one  of  these  days.  Here  is 
a  friendly  people  that  we  can  help  with 
this  great  resource  of  which  we  have 
such  an  abundance.  To  undertake  to 
give  it  to  them  and  then  require  them 
to  pay  would  result  in  my  opinion  in  one 
of  two  things  happening.  Either  they 
would  have  to  forego  the  acceptance  of 
the  gift  of  wheat  because  they  do  not 
have  the  money  or,  if  they  pay  their  last 
dollars,  or  sterling,  or  gold,  or  whatever 
they  have,  to  transport  the  wheat,  then 
we  would  bring  down  economic  disaster 
on  the  country,  which  in  the  long  run 
would  do  them  more  harm  than  good. 

Mr.  SPRINGER.  I  thank  the  ma¬ 
jority  leader. 

Mr.  CELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  opposed  to  this 
amendment  because  I  think  it  would  be 
a  departure  from  the  precedent  we  set 
when  we  made  the  gift  of  wheat  to  In¬ 
dia.  You  cannot  make  fish  of  one  and 
fowl  of  the  other.  We  cannot  discrimi¬ 
nate  in  form  of  India  as  against  Pakistan. 

This  bill  generally  involves  a  million 
long  tons  of  wheat,  37  million  bushels, 
now  held  by  the  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration.  That  Corporation  holds  475 
million  bushels  of  surplus  wheat,  or  13 
million  long  tons,  valued  at  about  a  bil¬ 
lion  dollars.  That  surplus  wheat  hangs 
like  the  Damoclean  sword  over  the  sur¬ 
plus  wheat  market. 

The  observation  was  made  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Texas  that  this  gift  of  wheat 
to  Pakistan  is  a  Santa  Claus  offer.  To 
my  mind,  that  comment  is  as  cruel  as 
it  is  tragic.  It  is  sort  of  turning  our 
back  upon  human  misery.  We  dare  not, 
we  cannot  approach  this  problem  with 
any  kind  of  smug  security  or  with  any 
apathy.  The  Pakistani  are  in  distress. 
We  cannot  shun  them.  We  send  this 
wheat  in  an  enlightend  self-interest.  It 
is  not  mere  charity.  Rich  dividends  will 
be  yielded  to  us — dividends  of  friendship 
and  good  will. 

Pakistan  is  a  stanch  ally.  Goodness 
knows  we  need  allies  all  over  the  world. 
Her  growing  strength  contributes  to 
democratic  world  stability.  It  is. a  case 
of  long-range,  economic  strategy — the 
sending  of  this  wheat— and  it  will  re¬ 
ward  us  handsomely. 

I  speak  not  only  as  a  Member  of  this 
House  but  also  as  a  member  of  the  board 
of  trustees  of  the  India  League,  founded 
to  cement  relations  of  amity  and  accord 
between  the  United  States  and  India. 
Pakistan  has  been  beset  with  troubles. 
She  has  gone  from  one  crisis  to  an¬ 
other,  yet  her  people  have  shown  the 
wisdom,  steadfastness,  industry,  and 
courage  that  enabled  her  to  survive  those 
crises. 

First,  you  may  remember,  she  was 
compelled  to  override  the  sad  loss  of  her 
founding  father,  Jinnah.  Then  she  had 
to  overcome  the  tragic  assassination  of 
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Jinnah’s  greatest  disciple,  Liaquat  All 
Khan. 

She  has  built  up  new  industries,  en¬ 
couraged  technical  education,  and  she 
has  above  all  exercised  good  sense,  com¬ 
mon  sense,  in  all  her  international  af¬ 
fairs.  On  many  an  occasion  when  the 
United  States  needed  the  vote  of  Pakis¬ 
tan  at  the  United  Nations,  that  vote  was 
forthcoming.  Now  she  is  in  the  grip  of 
a  food  shortage  and  famine  threatens 
to  stalk  the  land.  Remember  there  are 
many  fanatical  Moslem  groups  in  India 
who  will  take  advantage  of  this  economic 
difficulty,  and  take  advantage  of  this 
misery  and  suffering,  and  demagogs 
are  bound  to  whip-scourge  the  illiterate 
people  into  a  frenzy  and  fury  against 
the  government.  The  starving,  you 
know,  are  easy  prey  to  the  political  agi¬ 
tator.  There  is  difficulty  in  the  relations 
between  India  and  Pakistan,  and  famine 
with  the  resulting  demagogic  speeches 
that  may  be  made  will  exacerbate  those 
relations  between  Indian  and  Pakistan. 
We  need  rest — not  unrest  in  that  part 
of  the  world.  I  can  assure  you  that  Paki¬ 
stan  requires  more  than  mere  kind  words 
and  kindly  observations  if  she  is  to  over¬ 
come  her  lack  of  food.  You  know  an 
empty  stomach  is  not  a  good  adviser. 
Those  who  have  empty  stomachs  are 
easily  preyed  upon  by  the  mischief 
makers.  I  think  it  was  Homer  who  once 
said,  “The  belly  is  the  commanding  part 
of  the  body.” 

The  mind  is  indeed  subservient  to  a 
hungry  stomach.  No  one  knows  this  bet¬ 
ter  than  the  rabble  rousers.  Going  back 
to  the  unfortunate  disputes  between  Pak¬ 
istan  and  India,  I  point  out  that  the  4 
rivers  of  the  Punjab  are  a  source  of 
trouble  between  the  2  countries.  The 
headwaters  of  these  streams  are  con¬ 
trolled  by  India.  Pakistan  needs  these 
waters  as  well  as  India.  Charges  and 
countercharges  are  made.  This  strife 
gives  additional  impetus  to  the  extremists 
who  clamor  for  a  showdown  with- India 
over  Kashmir  and  over  other  issues.  We 
need  peace  and  amity  in  this  part  of  the 
world.  Peace  there  is  in  our  interest. 
The  giving  of  wheat  to  India  has  helped 
the  cause  of  good  will  and  peace.  This 
bill  for  Pakistan  will  again  further  peace 
by  stifling  the  strident  voices  of  fanatics. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  the  interest  of 
friendship  and  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
our  bins  are  bulging  with  surplus  stocks 
of  wheat,  all  logic  and  common  sense 
and  humanity  requires  that  we  send 
forth  this  wheat. 

I  quote  from  a  dispatch  of  the  New 
York  Herald  Tribune  as  being  sympto¬ 
matic  or  indicative  of  the  keen  friend¬ 
ship  which  exists  between  the  United 
States  and  Pakistan: 

The  exuberantly  pro-American  sentiments 
of  Pakistan’s  new  premier,  Mohammed  Ali, 
came  under  sniping  today  during  his  first 
regular  press  conference,  but  the  former 
Ambassador  at  Washington  remained  stead¬ 
fast  in  expressing  warm  friendship  for  the 
United  States — 

Said  a  dispatch  from  Karachi  by 
Homer  Bigart  in  the  New  York  Herald 
Tribune  of  April  24. 

In  addition  to  the  vast  quantity  of 
wheat  which  the  Government  owns, 
there  are  large  stocks  of  corn  valued  at 
$410  million,  vast  numbers  of  bales  of 


cotton,  tons  of  butter.  Certainly,  we 
who  have  should  not  withhold  from  those 
who  have  not. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  that  Malcolm 
Johnson  has  just  completed  a  series  of 
articles,  published  by  the  New  York 
Journal  American  and  other  Hearst 
newspapers,  urging  that  our  surplus  food 
stocks  be  used  to  relieve  the  misery  of 
people  in  famine  areas.  At  the  end  of 
my  speech  I  include  herewith  a  state¬ 
ment  of  Malcolm  Johnson’s  concerning 
wheat  to  Pakistan.  The  New  York  Jour- 
nal-American  is  to  be  commended  for 
publishing  this  article. 

Ike  Backs  Wheat  Loan  to  Pakistan — Send¬ 
ing  of  United  States  Food  Overseas  Held 

Vital  Weapon  Against  Reds 

(By  Malcolm  Johnson) 

The  value  of  United  States  food  donations 
as  a  powerful  weapon  against  communism 
was  emphasized  today  by  private  American 
welfare  agencies  now  urging  the  Government 
to  release  more  of  its  huge  and  mounting 
surplus  food  stores  for  the  relief  of  hungry 
millions  overseas. 

Agency  officials  also  stressed  the  great  ad¬ 
vantage  of  their  policy  in  distributing  fore¬ 
ign  aid  on  a  people-to-people  basis,  with  a 
minimum  of  redtape,  so  that  the  recipients 
know  it  is  a  voluntary  expression  of  friend¬ 
ship  and  good  will  direct  from  the  American 
people. 

After  a  White  House  conference  with  GOP 
congressional  leaders  yesterday,  the  Eisen¬ 
hower  administration  promised  to  support 
legislation  to  lend  1  million  tons  of  wheat  to 
famine-stricken  Pakistan. 

House  Speaker  Martin,  of  Massachusetts, 
said  the  wheat  bill  would  be  introduced  later 
this  week.  Details  of  the  loan,  including  the 
price  to  be  charged  for  the  wheat,  will  be 
worked  out  later. 

tragedy  seen 

Commenting  on  the  growing  United  States 
food  surplus  problem,  as  the  Government 
continues  to  acquire  tons  of  food  under  the 
farm-price-support  program,  Paul  French, 
executive  director  of  CARE,  the  nonsectarian 
relief  agency,  said: 

“It  would  be  a  major  tragedy  if  any  of  the 
millions  of  tons  of  surplus  food  now  held  by 
the  Government  should  be  permitted  to  go  to 
waste  or  rot,  while  private  agencies,  such  as 
CARE,  have  been  trying  for  3  years  to  release 
it  where  it  will  do  the  most  good — in  the 
starving  areas  of  the  world.” 

As  an  example  of  what  can  be  done,  French 
cited  CARE’s  job  in  distributing  some  $30 
million  worth  of  Government-donated  food 
in  Yugoslavia  in  1950-51. 

POLITICAL  VALUE 

CARE  distributed  the  food  among  some 
4  million  of  Yugoslavia's  needy,  and  they 
were  aware  that  it  was  a  voluntary  act  of 
friendship  from  the  American  people. 

As  a  result,  French  said,  Marshal  Tito  vol¬ 
unteered  the  comment  that  it  would  now  be 
“most  difficult”  to  persuade  the  people  of 
Yugoslavia  to  become  “anti-American.” 

While  the  political  value  of  such  action 
cannot  be  overlooked,  especially  in  view  of 
Communists’  attempts  to  exploit  the  United 
States  food  surplus  situation,  relief  agency 
officials  observed: 

“For  the  hungry  man  with  a  hungry  family 
in  India,  say,  it  is  not  enough  to  tell  him 
that  the  United  States  is  appropriating  X 
billions  of  dollars  for  foreign  aid. 

“All  he  knows  is  that  he  and  his  family  are 
still  hungry.  It  will  mean  much  more  to  him 
personally  to  give  him  food  on  a  direct,  per¬ 
sonal  basis.  That’s  exactly  what  the  private 
welfare  agencies  are  doing  overseas.” 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  amendment. 


I  have  the  honor  of  being  cosponsor  of 
this  measure  with  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  and  my  col¬ 
league,  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  Judd]. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  one  thing  we 
ought  to  get  very  clear  in  this  situation, 
and  which  dictated  my  own  interest  in 
it  last  April  when  I  introduced  a  reso¬ 
lution  expressing  it,  as  the  sense  of  the 
Congress  that  Pakistan  should  be  helped 
in  her  famine  crisis.  We  have  heard 
in  eloquent  words  our  colleagues  here 
talking  about  the  friendship  between  the 
people  of  Pakistan  and  the  people  of  the 
United  States.  We  have  heard  our  col¬ 
leagues  speak  of  the  humanitarian  prin¬ 
ciples  involved,  and  about  our  surplus 
wheat,  and  about  the  problems  of  our 
shipping  industry.  But  may  I  submit 
to  the  committee  that  this  bill  raises 
a  question  of  high  statecraft  and  of 
high  policy. 

It  is  not  every  nation  in  the  world  con¬ 
cerning  which  the  President  sends  us  a 
message  asking  for  special  assistance  to 
deal  with  food  needs.  The  President 
sent  us  a  message  on  this  Pakistan  cri¬ 
sis,  and  for  a  very  important  reason, 
for  when  our  people  came  back  from  the 
Middle  East,  our  Secretary  of  State  and 
our  Mutual  Security  Administrator,  it 
was  clear  to  them,  and  it  was  made  clear 
to  the  whole  country  that  the  two 
strongest  bastions  of  the  defense  of  the 
free  world  in  the  whole  Middle  East, 
which  is  an  extremely  vulnerable  area, 
are  Turkey  and  Pakistan. 

One  of  the  keys  to  its  capability  to  be 
such  a  bastion  is  Pakistan’s  general 
financial  condition  and  her  general  abil¬ 
ity  to  go  forward  with  her  own  develop¬ 
ment  program.  Pakistan  is  normally  a 
solvent  country.  Normally  Pakistan’s 
balance  of  payments  is  good  and  it  holds 
its  own.  Normally  Pakistan  feeds  it¬ 
self.  She  has  had  two  very  bad  years 
which  have  not  only  imperiled  her  in 
terms  of  food  production,  but  imperiled, 
as  my  colleague,  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  [Mr.  Springer]  so  eloquently  ex¬ 
plained,  her  financial  situation. 

Let  us  understand  very  clearly,  then, 
the  basic  reason  for  opposition  to  this 
amendment.  Certainly  it  is  very  ma¬ 
terial  in  the  foreign  policy  of  the  United 
States  that  we  should  do  everything  we 
can  to  strengthen  Pakistan’s  position, 
not  to  weaken  it,  or  not  to  look  at  it  in 
strictly  commercial  terms.  Because,  in 
strictly  commercial  terms,  a  strong  pos¬ 
ture  of  defense  as  the  bastion  on  the  east 
of  the  whole  line  of  the  free  world  in 
a  tremendously  vulnerable  area,  in  the 
Middle  East,  far  exceeds  in  value  any¬ 
thing  that  is  involved  in  the  amount  we 
will  have  to  pay  for  transporting  this 
wheat. 

Looking  at  it  in  that  way,  let  us  not 
vitiate  the  effect  of  what  we  are  doing  to 
help  the  people  of  Pakistan  by  this 
amendment.  And  I  deeply  believe  this 
amendment  will  vitiate  it. 

One  other  point.  One  of  the  things 
that  hurts  Communists  worst  in  the 
Middle  East — and  we  certainly  like  to 
see  that — is  that  they  made  India  pay 
on  the  barrelhead  for  less  than  a  hun¬ 
dred  thousand  tons  of  wheat  at  a  time 
when  India  very  badly  needed  help,  and 
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at  very  high  prices.  This  vitiated  every 
pretense  the  Communists  made  about 
helping  the  people  of  that  area  of  the 
world.  Let  us  not  be  guilty  of  the  same 
mistake  for  what  is,  relatively  speaking, 
considering  the  stakes  we  have  that  are 
involved,  small  amounts  of  money.  Let 
us  not  vitiate  the  impact  of  this  gift 
upon  the  whole  Moslem  world,  of  which 
Pakistan  is  the  leader.  Let  us  remember 
that  Pakistan  defends  800  miles  of  the 
strategic  border  along  Lukiang  of  Com¬ 
munist  China,  at  a  time  of  great  danger 
from  Communist  China  as  far  as  the 
free  world  is  concerned. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JAVITS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  JUDD.  The  Communists  hurt 
themselves,  not  only  in  India  but  all 
through  southeast  Asia,  when  the  facts 
were  known  about  the  high  price  they 
set  on  the  wheat  for  India,  more  than 
by  anything  else  they  have  done.  They 
did  themselves  more  damage  and  they 
lost  more  standing  in  that  area  of  the 
world  by  their  own  act  than  by  anything 
our  whole  information  program  has  ever 
done. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Exactly.  By  making 
India  pay  on  the  barrelhead  and  treat¬ 
ing  this  as  a  commercial  transaction,  the 
Communists,  we  were  glad  to  see,  vitiated 
their  own  position.  Let  us  not  be  guilty 
of  the  same  mistake. 

[Mr.  LONG  addressed  the  Committee. 
His  remarks  will  appear  hereafter  in  the 
Appendix.] 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Arkansas.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  this  is  not  two  problems,  it  is 
one  problem.  It  is  not  a  problem  of  what 
to  do  about  surplus  wheat,  and  what  to 
do  about  freight  rates;  the  problem  is 
what  America  will  do  for  a  free  nation 
in  trouble.  That  has  been  well  stated 
by  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Springer],  This  Nation  has  never  re¬ 
nounced  its  humanity,  and  we  are  not 
going  to  renounce  it  in  this  situation; 
but  it  would  be  a  grave  mistake  for  us  to 
believe  that  we  are  accomplishing  any¬ 
thing  if  we  say :  “Here  the  wheat  is,  come 
and  get.it.”  It  is  not  that  simple  for  the 
people  of  Pakistan  or  the  Government- of 
Pakistan.  The  gentleman  from  Kansas 
[Mr.  Hope]  was  convincing  on  that 
point.  It  would  be  better  not  to  attempt 
it  at  all  than  to  do  it  in  a  way  that  leaves 
the  task  unaccomplished. 

Some  years  ago  my  State  was  the  vic¬ 
tim  of  a  terrible  drought.  The  people 
of  South  Dakota  hearing  of  our  dis¬ 
aster — and  there  was  real  hardship  and 
hunger  and  privation,  there  was  genuine 
suffering,  the  people  of  South  Dakota 
sent  us  a  trainload  of  grain.  .They  did 
not  send  word  to  Arkansas  that  the  grain 
was  there,  that  we  should  come  and 
get  it;  they  sent  carloads  of  grain  and 
they  paid  the  freight  on  it;  and  I  have 
a  deep  feeling  of  friendship  today  toward 
South  Dakota,  a  deeper  feeling  perhaps 
because  they  came  to  the  rescue  of  my 
State  in  time  of  famine. 

Now,  we  want  to  be  businesslike  about 
it,  and  we  must  be  businesslike.  The 
gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr.  Hope],  if 
I  might  remind  the  House,  stated  it. 


That  part  of  the  freight  that  Pakistan 
can  pay  will  be  paid  under  the  terms  of 
the  bill  as  written.  If  the  amendment 
offered  by  my  friend  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  is  adopted  that  money  could  not 
even  come  out  of  funds  we  provided  in 
the  mutual-security  bill  the  other  day. 

So  I  hope  that  the  House  in  its  good 
judgment,  much  as  we  appreciate  the 
earnest  efforts  of  the  gentleman  from 
Texas  [Mr.  Poage]  will  leave  this  bill  in¬ 
tact  so  that  the  Mutual  Security  Admin¬ 
istration  can  determine  just  what  can 
be  paid  by  the  Government  of  Pakistan 
and  how  we  can  carry  out  the  essential 
purpose  of  this  legislation. 

Mr.  RAYBURN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  as  a  usual  thing  on 
matters  in  the  House  I  follow  my  good 
friend  from  Texas  [Mr.  Poage].  I  find 
him  on  agricultural  matters  very  sound. 
But  I  do  just  want  to  take  a  moment  to 
say  this:  If  somebody  gives  you  some¬ 
thing  and  you  know  they  give  it  grudg¬ 
ingly,  you  cannot  appreciate  the  gift.  It 
is  an  idle  gesture  to  say  you  are  going  to 
let  Pakistan  have  a  million  tons  of  wheat 
and  they  not  being  able  to  avail  them¬ 
selves  of  it  because  in  all  probability  they 
do  not  have  the  money  to  pay  the  freight. 
So  it  looks  to  me  like  when  we  have  the 
wheat,  when  we  have  the  ships,  it  is  a 
little  thing  for  us  to  do  to  make  millions 
of  people  feel  kindly  to  this  great  country 
of  ours,  because,  let  me  repeat,  as  I  have 
said  so  many  times,  with  the  world  in 
the  turmoil  that  it  is  today,  looking  to  us 
for  leadership  and  wanting  many  of 
them  to  go  with  us,  if  there  was  ever 
a  time  in  this  Nation’s  history  when  we 
need  friends  it  is  now. 

If  we  are  going  to  give  the  wheat  to 
Pakistan  let  us  not  allow  the  impression 
to  go  out  that  we  give  it  grudgingly,  that 
any  strings  are  tied  to  it. 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  Mr.  Chairman, 
I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  wholeheartedly  agree 
with  what  our  distinguished  former 
Speaker  said  with  respect  to  giving  this 
freely  and  generously ;  it  is  the  only  way 
in  which  it  should  be  given,  and  I  am 
heartily  in  agreement  with  what  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Javits] 
said,  that  this  is  a  question  of  high  pol¬ 
icy,  a  question  of  high  statesmanship. 
We  need  friends  all  over  the  world. 

Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  say  that  per¬ 
haps  our  right  hand  does  not  know  what 
our  left  hand  is  doing.  Last  month  by 
a  stroke  of  the  pen,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  impaired 
the  economy  of  one  of  our  friends  in 
South  America.  Why  did  he  do  this? 
He  did  it  simply  to  satisfy  the  wishes, 
the  wants  and  the  desires  of  a  few  people 
in  this  country  who  are  interested  in 
wool.  By  this  action,  the  economy  of  a 
friendly  country  in  South  America,  the 
friendly  country  of  Uruguay,  will  be 
seriously  hampered,  a  country  which 
buys  annually  from  us  much  more  than 
we  buy  from  them,  a  country  which  has 
always  been  friendly  to  the  United 
States.  By  his  action  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treausry  has  created  a  suspicion  in 
the  minds  of  every  country  in  South 
America  as  to  what  our  future  policy 
may  be  with  respect  to  trade  and  tariffs. 


Mr.  Chairman,  the  action  which  we 
will  likely  take  this  afternoon  on  the 
one  hand  indicates  we  are  a  generous 
people,  and  that  we  want  to  help  our 
friends;  but  the  action  which  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Treasury  last  month  took: 
indicates  just  the  opposite.  This  Con¬ 
gress  ought  to  emphatically  reject  the 
action  of  the  Secretary  last  week,  and 
I  propose  to  offer  such  measures  so  as 
to  accomplish  that  purpose. 

If  we  say  on  the  one  hand  that  an 
executive  officer  of  our  Government  can 
hurt  the  economy  of  a  friendly  country 
in  South  America,  a  near  neighbor,  and 
create  suspicion  in  the  minds  of  other 
friends  of  ours  all  over  the  world,  what 
is  the  use  of  making  this  kind  of  a  gen¬ 
erous  gesture  today?  Aid  to  Pakistan 
is  an  important  matter,  as  our  former 
Speaker  has  well  said.  We  need  friends 
all  over  the  world.  Mind  you,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  this  action  of  the  Treasury  Secre¬ 
tary  was  unprecedented,  never  taken  be¬ 
fore  under  the  same  circumstances  by 
this  country. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  would  like  to  know  if 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Penn¬ 
sylvania  is  still  of  the  opinion  that  the 
President  should  have  the  authority  that 
he  has  under  the  Reciprocal  Trade 
Agreements  Act  to  do  what  the  gentle¬ 
man  says  he  has  done? 

Mr.  EBERHARTER.  In  answer  to  the 
question  asked  by  the  gentleman  from 
West  Virginia,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  should  not  have  the  power  by 
a  stroke  of  the  pen  to  alienate  the 
friends  of  the  United  States.  This  to 
me  is  a  very  serious  matter.  I  tried  to 
correct  it  by  a  motion  in  committee,  but 
I  was  not  successful. 

It  is  my  intention,  Mr.  Chairman,  and 
I  give  notice  to  the  Members  of  the 
House,  that  I  expect  to  follow  this  effort 
through.  If  we  are  going  to  have  a  good 
neighbor  policy  for  our  South  American 
friends,  let  us  have  a  good  neighbor 
policy.  Let  us  not  give  in  to  the  wishes 
of  a  few  people  who  are  interested  in  the 
wool  market  of  the  United  States.  It 
seems  to  me  this  is  an  appropriate  time 
to  prevent  the  United  States  being  shown 
up  to  the  world  in  a  double  capacity,  on 
the  one  hand  as  friendly  and  generous, 
seeking  friends,  and  on  the  other  hand 
as  alienating  our  friends  by  action  that 
wall  make  enemies  and  drive  our  friends 
from  us. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  pending  amend¬ 
ment. 

(Mr.  ROONEY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  real¬ 
ize  we  are  all  now  ready  to  vote  on  the 
pending  amendment  and  I  shall  take  but 
a  minute  of  the  time  allotted  me.  I  do 
want  to  associate  myself  with  the  re¬ 
marks  and  opinions  of  the  distinguished 
minority  leader;  the  distinguished  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Boggs!  ,  the 
distinguished  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Javits],  and  the  distinguished  ma¬ 
jority  leader.  I  think  their  views  are 
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the  views  that  will  be  followed  on  this 
vote  and  I  am  sure  that  right  and  reason 
will  prevail  and  that  the  pending  amend¬ 
ment  will  be  defeated. 

I  wish  at  this  time  to  point  out  the 
parliamentary  situation.  Upon  defeat 
of  the  pending  Poage  amendment,  and 
I  am  confident  it  will  be  defeated,  there 
will  be  offered  by  the  distinguished 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Merchant 
Marine  and  Fisheries,  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Weichel],  an  amend¬ 
ment  which  will  provide  that  at  least  50 
percent  of  these  wheat  cargoes  for  Pak¬ 
istan  shall  be  carried  in  American-flag 
vessels.  As  has  heretofore  been  pointed 
out,  exactly  the  same  provision  has  been 
adopted  in  every  mutual  security  bill 
since  the  inception  of  the  Marshall  plan 
in  1948.  It  is  now  contained  in  the 
companion  wheat  for  Pakistan  bill,  S. 
2112,  which  has  already  been  passed  by 
the  other  body.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am 
confident  that  this  House  today  will  de¬ 
feat  the  Poage  amendment  and  adopt 
the  Weichel  amendment  which  will 
follow. 

Mr.  MILLER  of  Kansas.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man.  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  members  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  it  seems  to  me  that  in  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  this  bill  there  are  more 
questions  involved  than  appear  at  first 
sight.  On  most  of  them  there  is  little  or 
no  disagreement.  Let  us  look  briefly  at 
what  we  are  proposing  to  do.  On  the 
one  hand  is  a  nation,  newly  formed, 
carved  out  of  another  nation  that  has 
existed  as  an  organized  society  longer 
than  any  other  nation  on  earth,  save 
possibly  her  great  neighbor  on  the  north. 

This  has  been  proverbially  a  peaceful 
people.  Other  nations  have  flourished 
more  than  they,  have  established  great 
dynasties,  conquered  many  peoples,  and 
have  gone  into  oblivion.  The  people  of 
Pakistan  tilled  their  soil,  reared  their 
children,  lived  and  died  in  their  home¬ 
land  since  the  time  of  Belshazzar  and 
Cyrus  the  Great.  They  were  a  nation 
overrun  by  the  armies  of  Alexander  and 
yielded  to  power  of  the  Macedonian 
phalanx,  but  they  have  continued  to  live 
on  as  a  nation  long  after  the  Macedonian 
Empire  has  crumbled  to  dust.  They  car¬ 
ried  on  through  the  Roman  Republic, 
through  the  Roman  Empire,  and  today 
the  living  representatives  of  that  ancient 
people  can  view  the  crumbling  panthe¬ 
ons  and  arches  of  triumph  of  all  the 
great  nations  of  history  right  down  to 
our  own  time. 

Now  a  segment  of  that  great  people  is 
in  distress.  They  have  not  bled  them¬ 
selves  white  in  bloody  wars.  Their  work¬ 
men  have  not  builded  great  pyramids 
under  the  lash  of  a  task  master.'  They 
have  not  erected  great  temples  while  the 
people  lived  in  hovels.  No,  their  want 
has  arisen  because  nature,  not  in  the 
providence  of  God,  but  in  the  course  of 
the  immutable  laws  of  the  universe,  has 
denied  them  the  rainfall  essential  to 
produce  the  food  necessary  to  their  liv¬ 
ing. 

This  is  a  panorama  of  the  people 
whose  distress  we  are  considering  today. 

I  have  heard  it  said  a  number  of  times 
in  the  course  of  remarks  on  this  floor 
that  these  people  are  our  friends,  that  if 


we  help  they  will  help  us,  or  at  least  they 
will  not  turn  against  us.  Therefore,  it  is 
a  good  policy  to  help  them.  In  other 
words,  we  can  trade  them  wheat  for  their 
support.  Yet  we  want  to  call  it  a  gift. 
That  canot  be.  There  can  be  no  gift 
where  something  is  expected  in  return. 
Where  there  is  a  quid  pro  quo  there  is  no 
gift.  It  is  plain  barter.  If  any  payment 
is  expected,  it  is  a  barter  and  nothing 
else.  , 

We  call  ourselves  a  Christian  Nation, 
and  I  sincerely  hope  that  we  are,  but 
before  we  boast  too  loudly  of  our  Chris¬ 
tianity,  let  us  first  find  out  what  Chris¬ 
tianity  is.  Jesus  of  Nazareth  was  the 
founder  of  Christianity.  I  think  we  will 
all  agree  on  that.  He  ought  to  know 
what  the  “way  of  life,”  as  He  put  it,  is 
intended  to  mean.  The  report  has  it 
that  in  the  latter  day  of  His  short  2  years 
of  teaching,  fearing  that  He  would  be 
misunderstood,  He  set  out  just  what  his 
teaching  should  mean  in  human  con¬ 
duct.  He  drew  before  His  hearers  a  word 
picture  of  the  Judgment  Day.  He  pic¬ 
tured  a  man  who  had  held  high  office 
in  the  church,  who  professed  to  have 
cast  out  devils  and  to  have  done  many 
wonderful  works  in  the  name  of  Jesus. 
Yet  the  Master  and  Judge  said  unto  him  : 

Depart  from  me  ye  worker  of  iniquity;  I 
never  knew  you — I  was  an  hungered  and  ye 
gave  me  no  meat,  thirsty  and  ye  gave  me  no 
drink,  naked  and  ye  clothed  me  not,  sick  and 
imprisoned  and  ye  visited  me  not. 

And  in  answer  to  the  question  of  the 
condemned  man,  the  Master  replied : 

Inasmuch  as  ye  did  it  not  unto  the  least 
of  these  my  brethren,  ye  did  it  not  to  me. 

In  that  exemplification  is  embodied 
the  sum  total  of  Christianity.  It  lays 
down  the  law  that  man  is  his  brother’s 
keeper,  a  question  which  man  has  raised, 
and  a  law  which  he  has  tried  to  avoid 
ever  since  he  developed  enough  brain  to 
have  a  sense  of  right  and  wrong. 

By  that  law  of  Christianity,  no  man 
can  see  a  fellow  man  in  distress  and  fail 
to  come  to  his  aid  and  yet  call  himself 
a  Christian.  If  one  of  those  people  liv¬ 
ing  in  Pakistan  were  a  next-door  neigh¬ 
bor,  not  a  Member  of  this  body  would 
take  one  swallow  until  he  had  furnished 
him  food.  We  know  that.  Every  Mem¬ 
ber  here  knows  that.  It  is  only  simple 
human  kindness  and  that  is  the  essence, 
in  my  opinion,  the  sum  total  of  Christi¬ 
anity. 

The  question  then  is  this:  “Shall  we 
act  as  a  Nation  on  the  same  high  plane 
as  we  expect  of  ourselves  as  individuals? 
Is  there  a  double  standard  of  Christian 
conduct?  One  for  the  individual  and 
another  for  the  Nation?” 

Members  of  Congress,  we,  as  Chris¬ 
tians,  have  no  choice.  We  cannot,  even 
if  we  would,  shirk  our  responsibility  as 
a  Nation  without  compromising  ourselves 
as  individuals.  We  must  not,  and  we 
cannot  do  it.  We  intend  to  meet  the 
wants  of  our  fellow  men  in  Pakistan. 
There  is  no  doubt  as  to  that.  It  is  only 
a  question  of  the  spirit  in  which  we  shall 
do  it.  Members  of  Congress,  let  us  give 
this  relief,  not  because  the  people  of 
Pakistan  are  our  friends,  not  because 
they  are  in  a  position  to  return  the  favor. 
Let  us  not  give  even  as  a  matter  of  duty. 


Let  us  give  it  because  they  are  fellow 
human  beings.  Let  us  put  our  action 
today  on  a  high  plane,  a  plane  worthy 
to  be  called  Christian — on  a  plane 
worthy,  as  nearly  as  may  be,  of  Him 
who  gave  his  life,  not  for  his  friends, 
but  for  his  enemies.  Then  will  both  the 
giver  and  the  receiver  be  blessed.  Then 
will  be  exemplified  the  truth  of  the  beau¬ 
tiful  words  of  a  great  American  poet  and 
statesman : 

He  gives  nothing  but  worthless  gold 
Who  gives  from  a  sense  of  duty. 

But. he  who  gives  but  a  slender  mite 
And  gives  to  that  which  is  out  of  sight, 

The  hand  cannot  hold  the  whole  of  his  alms. 
The  heart  outstretches  its  eager  palms 
And  a  God  goes  with  it  and  makes  it  store 
To  a  soul  that  was  starving  in  darkness 
before. 

Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Texas.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  been  listening 
to  the  debate  on  this  Pakistan  relief 
measure.  I  heard  the  discussion  in  the 
Agriculture  Committee  and  now  I  have 
sat  here  through  it  all,  up  to  this  point, 
in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  problem  is  a  very 
simple  one  unless  we  want  to  make  it 
complicated.  The  basic  question  in  my 
mind  is  whether  or  not  we  are  to  con¬ 
tribute  to  the  relief  of  starving  people  in 
a  friendly  nation.  The  President  on  the 
recommendations  of  his  Secretary  of 
State  and  the  Administrator  of  the  mu¬ 
tual  security  program  comes  to  us  with 
the  recommendation  that  w7e  ship  what¬ 
ever  wheat  is  needed  to  Pakistan.  Can¬ 
ada  and  Australia,  according  to  my  in¬ 
formation,  have  already  made  just  such 
a  contribution. 

If  the  people  of  Pakistan  need  the  help, 
they  need  it  now,  and  if  we  are  to  be¬ 
lieve  what  the  President  has  told  us,  it 
is  necessary  to  deliver  it  to  them. 

I  like  the  example  used  by  my  distin¬ 
guished  colleague  from  Texas,  [Mr. 
Poage]  when  he  told  about  a  custom  that 
we  who  have  lived  in  the  country  know 
very  well.  He  spoke  of  how,  if  we  had 
a  surplus  of  watermelons  we  would  tell 
our  neighbors  who  did  not  have  any  to 
come  on  over  and  get  whatever  they 
needed.  You  can  carry  that  old  coun¬ 
try  custom  just  a  little  further.  When 
the  neighbors  are  truly  distressed  and 
sick  and  need  some  help,  the  first  one  to 
take  a  basket  of  food  over  to  them  would 
be  my  distinguished  colleague;  and  if 
he  and  his  family  were  distressed  and 
unable  to  go  and  get  help  they  needed, 
I  think  you  will  agree  that  his  neighbors 
would  come  over  bright  and  early  in  the 
morning  to  see  what  was  needed  and  to 
delived  it  to  the  door. 

It  seenfs  to  me  that  in  this  debate  we 
have  gone  far  afield.  I  have  been  a  lit¬ 
tle  confused  as  to  whether  this  is  all  an 
attack  on  the  merchant  marine  or 
whether  it  is  an  excuse  for  somebody  to 
take  some  shots  at  my  distinguished 
friend  and  colleague,  the  gentleman 
from  Texas,  Bob  Poage.  I  particularly 
resent  some  of  the  things  that  have  been 
whispered  in  my  ears  about  the  author  of 
this  amendment.  I  want  to  say  to  you 
that  anybody  that  ever  criticizes  my  col¬ 
league  from  Texas  and  his  motives. 
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where  his  heart  lies,  simply  does  not 
know  him.  His  thoughts  are  his  own  and 
his  actions  are  his  own,  but  whatever  he 
does,  he  is  moved  by  what  he  believes  to 
be  right. 

We  are  not  talking  about  luxuries,  wa¬ 
termelons,  and  whatnot  in  the  Pakistan 
case.  Those  people  are  either  hungry 
and  need  the  help  which  the  President 
has  asked  for  or  they  do  not  need  any¬ 
thing.  If  I  were  convinced  that  the  re¬ 
quest  was  a  phony  and  it  was  not  based 
on  absolute  necessity,  I  would  not  vote 
for  the  bill  at  all. 

As  to  whether  or  not  the  wheat  should 
be  delivered  to  the  distressed  neighbor, 
I  am  perfectly  willing  to  accept  the  judg¬ 
ment  of  Governor  Stassen,  Secretary  of 
State  Dulles,  and  President  Eisenhower. 

It  may  be  that  some  of  our  colleagues 
who  are  so  bitterly  opposed  to  the  Amer¬ 
ican  merchant  marine  and  to  the  men 
who  operate  it,  see  in  this  bill  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  take  another  shot  at  American 
shipping.  They  have  been  doing  it  ever 
since  I  have  been  in  Congress,  and  I  re¬ 
call  the  fights  that  we  have  had  every 
time  it  was  proposed  that  half  of  our 
shipments  abroad  should  go  in  Ameri¬ 
can  bottoms. 

Now,  let  us  take  a  quick  look  at  the 
American  merchant  marine  and  see  if 
you  want  to  fight  it  or  not. 

There  is  only  one  reason  for  the  Amer¬ 
ican  merchant  marine  and  that  is  as  an 
essential  arm  of  our  national  defense. 
That  is  why  we  have  it,  and  that  is  why 
we  maintain  it.  That  is  also  the  reason 
why  we  subsidize  it. 

It  was  stated  yesterday  that  if  we  re¬ 
quire  half  of  the  Pakistan  wheat  to  be 
shipped  in  American  bottoms,  it  is  a 
form  of  subsidy.  If  you  want  to  take 
that  position,  go  ahead,  but  remember 
that  if  the  shipping  of  wheat  in  any  ship 
is  a  subsidy,  then  we  have  a  choice  of 
subsidizing  our  own  ships  or  of  subsidiz¬ 
ing  the  ships  of  Great  Britain,  or 
Greece,  or  Panama,  or  some  other  for¬ 
eign  nation.  Pakistan  does  not  have 
the  ships  to  do  the  job.  If  you  are  wor¬ 
ried  about  the  subsidy  that  we  pay  to 
the  American  merchant  marine,  bear  in 
mind  that  all  we  do  is  keep  the  workmen 
on  our  own  vessels  on  substantially  the 
same  plane  as  the  workers  in  other  lines 
of  endeavor — railroads,  mines,  steel 
mills,  and  so  forth.  If  you  are  still  wor¬ 
ried  about  subsidies,  you  might  bear  in 
mind  that  every  merchant  marine  in  the 
world  is  subsidized.  If  you  want  to 
make  a  comparison  of  costs,  you  might 
bear  in  mind  that  it  costs  the  American 
taxpayers  about  half  as  much  to  subsi¬ 
dize  the  American  merchant  marine  as 
it  costs  to  subsidize  agricultural  produce. 
Certainly  it  seems  to  me  that  there  is 
something  wrong  with  this  whole  argu¬ 
ment,  and  we  are  getting  far  afield  from 
the  basic  purpose  of  the  bill,  which  is 
to  feed  a  hungry  neighbor. 

(Mr.  THOMPSON  of  Texas  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  [Mr.  PoageI. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  WEICHEL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 


The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Weichel:  On 
page  2,  line  6,  after  the  words  “directed  by 
the  President”,  insert  “at  least  50  per  centum 
of  the  gross  tonnage  of  wheat  made  available 
under  this  act  and  transported  from  the 
United  States  on  ocean  vessels  shall  be  so 
transported  on  United  States  flag  vessels  to 
the  extent  practicable  and  to  the  extent  such 
vessels  are  available  at  market  rates  for 
United  States  flag  vessels.” 

Mr.  WEICHEL.  Mr.  Chairman,  you 
have  heard  considerable  discussion  about 
the  carriage  of  relief  and  aid  cargo.  I 
do  not  desire  to  burden  you  further  but 
I  do  want  to  remind  you  that  during  the 
past  war  we  built  the  greatest  merchant 
fleet  in  the  world  to  carry  men,  cargo, 
supplies,  and  munitions  of  war,  to  pro¬ 
tect  the  United  States.  And  during  the 
postwar  period  of  rehabilitation  to  as¬ 
sist  nations  to  again  take  their  places 
in  the  economy  of  the  world,  we  have 
given  aid  to  the  countries  of  the  world 
and  our  great  fleet  was  used  in  carrying 
this  aid.  It  has  been  an  established 
policy  of  the  Congress  for  many  years 
past  that  at  least  half  of  this  cargo 
should  be  carried  in  American  flag  ships 
when  practicable.  It  is  the  opinion  of 
the  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and 
Fisheries  that  we  should  maintain  this 
fleet  for  our  own  securtiy.  It  is  desirable 
that  we  give  this  fleet  something  to  haul, 
therefore,  with  this  in  mind  and  with  the 
view  of  the  Congress  that  we  should  do 
all  the  things  necessary  with  this  mer¬ 
chant  marine  fleet  so  that  it  will  insure 
our  security,  and  the  members  of  the 
Merchant  Marine  Committee  desiring 
that  the  amendment  be  offered  to  the 
pending  legislation  whereby  one-half  of 
this  wheat  to  Pakistan  should  be  carried 
in  American  ships,  I  have  offered  this 
amendment. 

I  urge  you  to  adopt  this  amendment, 
in  view  of  the  speeches  made  here  today 
with  reference  to  the  bill  and  our  own 
security. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WEICHEL.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  In' view  of 
the  statement  made  by  Governor  Stassen 
and  reported  by  the  chairman  of  the 
committee,  does  the  gentleman  think 
that  this  amendment  is  necessary:  and 
would  it  not  be  done  under  the  legislation 
which  is  now  in  effect  which  has  been 
sponsored  by  the  Mutual  Security  Ad¬ 
ministrator? 

Mr.  WEICHEL.  Surely;  it  is  desirable. 
The  Senate  thought  it  was  well  to  put  it 
in  the  bill. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  I  do  not 
think  the  fact  that  they  have  done  it 
means  it  is  all  right.  I  do  not  agree  with 
the  gentleman  on  that.  I  asked  the  gen¬ 
tleman  if  he  did  not  think  it  would  be 
anyway,  even  if  this  amendment  were 
not  approved. 

Mr.  WEICHEL.  I  think  it  is  desirable 
to  have  this  amendment,  so  there  cannot 
be  any  misunderstanding. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WEICHEL.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Mississippi. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  I  listened  with 
interest  to  the  gentleman’s  argument. 
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If  I  understod  him  correctly,  it  would  be 
a  fine  thing  for  our  own  vessels  to  do 
this.  But  why  not  go  all  the  way  and, 
instead  of  shipping  half  this  wheat  in 
ships  flying  the  American  flag,  ship  all 
of  it  in  that  sort  of  ship? 

Mr.  WEICHEL.  Maybe  they  will. 
Would  the  gentleman  object  to  that? 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  No;  I  would  be  in 
favor  of  that;  in  view  of  the  action  the 
House  took  just  a  moment  ago,  I  think 
that  is  what  we  ought  to  do. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WEICHEL.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  A  representative  of  the 
maritime  industry  told  us  that  it  was 
doubtful  that  they  would  even  have 
enough  ships  available  to  transport  one- 
half  of  the  wheat.  He  has  definitely  said 
that  they  could  not  transport  all  of  it. 
He  made  no  request  that  they  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  transport  all  of  the  wheat. 

With  reference  to  the  suggestion  made 
by  my  colleague  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Jones!  as  to  the  necessity  for  this 
amendment,  I  hardly  see  why  it  would 
be  necessary,  because  the  MSA  people 
did  not  ask  that  this  amendment  be 
incorporated  in  the  bill.  This  bill  we 
reported  from  our  committee  only  pro¬ 
vides  for  the  delivery  of  the  wheat  at 
ship  side  in  our  own  port  cities.  Mr. 
Stassen  told  our  committee  that  the 
freight  would  be  paid  from  MSA  funds. 
The  MSA  law  provides  that  50  percent 
of  it  shall  be  shipped  in  American  ships. 
So  it  hardly  seems  necessary  to  have  this 
provision. 

Mr.  WEICHEL.  This  is  not  straight 
MSA,  is  it? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  That  is  correct;  it  is 
not  straight  MSA.  That  is  the  reason 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  [Mr.  PoageI  with  reference 
to  payment  of  the  freight  did  not  come 
into  the  category  of  MSA  appropriations 
at  all,  because  this  comes  more  or  less 
in  the  category  of  the  shipments  that 
were  made  to  India,  when  we  required 
India  to  pay  the  freight. 

Mr.  WEICHEL.  But  this  is  desirable. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  KEOGH.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  to  me? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York. 

Mr.  KEOGH.  I  understand  that  the 
Mutual  Security  Administrator  has  indi¬ 
cated  his  intention  to  use  American-flag 
ships  for  the  carrying  of  at  least  50  per¬ 
cent  of  this  cargo.  I  wonder  why,  if  that 
is  his  intention,  he  would  have  any  ob¬ 
jection  to  this  body’s  writing  it  into  the 
law. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Does  the  gentleman 
mean  whether  I  would  have  any  objec¬ 
tion? 

Mr.  KEOGH.  No,  the  mutual  Secur¬ 
ity  Administrator. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  do  not  think  the  Mu¬ 
tual  Security  Administrator  has  any  ob¬ 
jection,  but  the  fact  that  he  has  not 
asked  for  it  indicates  that  he  does  not 
think  it  is  necessary.  He  was  frank 
enough  and  forthright  enough  to  say 
that  they  would  pay  the  freight  with 
MSA  funds. 
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Mr.  KEOGH.  It  is  necessary  to  write 
it  into  the  law;  but  he  is  not  writing  the 
law,  we  are. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Then  it  is  up  to  the 
Congress  to  say  whether  we  want  to 
transport  50  percent  of  this  wheat  in 
American  ships,  when  you  know  that  it 
is  going  to  cost  twice  as  much  to  move 
the  wheat  that  way  than  if  you  move  it 
in  foreign  ships. 

Mr.  KEOGH.  No ;  we  recognize - 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Do  not  say  no;  that  is 
the  testimony  of  the  men  who  came  be¬ 
fore  our  committee.  And  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Bonner] 
made  the  statement  here  that  flag-ship 
rates  were  one  thing  and  tramp-ship 
rates  were  another.  Now  the  statement 
is  clear  that  this  wheat  is  going  to  be 
moved  in  flag  ships,  and  therefore  under 
flag-ship  rates. 

Mr.  KEOGH.  I  recognize  that  the 
costs  of  American-flag  ship  operations 
are  greater  than  the  costs  of  other  ships. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  KEOGH.  We  all  recognize  that. 
I  do  not  want  to  labor  this  point  with  the 
gentleman.  I  know  he  is  not  going  to 
oppose  this  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  extend  my  remarks  in  the  Rec¬ 
ord  immediately  following  those  of  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection? 

There  was  no-  objection. 

Mr.  BONNER.  If  the  gentleman  will 
yield  to  me,  Mr.  Chairman,  perhaps  I  can 
clear  this  up. 

There  are  berth  liners  that  are  Amer¬ 
ican-flag  ships.  Then  there  are  tramp, 
cargo  carriers,  bulk  carriers.  That  is 
distinction  that  I  was  trying  to  make. 
The  berth  liner  is  more  or  less  a  package 
express  cargo  carrier. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  The  gentleman  knows 
far  better  than  I  that  the  American 
Merchant  Marine  is  not  now  unem¬ 
ployed. 

Mr.  BONNER.  The  cargo  carrier,  the 
tramp  ship,  is  not  subsidized.  The  berth 
liner  is  subsidized. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Before  the  gentleman 
finished  his  remarks  he  said  that  this 
wheat  would  move  in  American-flag 
ships,  not  in  American  tramp  ships. 

Mr.  BONNER.  They  are  all  Amer¬ 
ican-flag  ships. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  The  gentleman  means 
that  tramp  ships  fly  the  American  flag. 

Mr.  BONNER.  Yes. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  The  gentleman  also 
made  the  statement  that  to  hold  the 
rates  down  our  Government  had  char¬ 
tered  certain  ships.  They  were  char¬ 
tered  to  foreign  governments ;  were  they 
not? 

Mr.  BONNER.  No,  no. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  We  put  them  under 
charter. 

Mr.  BONNER.  We  charter  to  Ameri¬ 
can  operators. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  All  right;  there  is  no 
misunderstanding  about  that.  I  think 
the  issue  has  been  well  debated,  and  that 
everybody  understands  that  we  are  going 
to  force,  as  far  as  practicable,  the  Amer¬ 
ican  merchant  marine  to  haul  this  grain 
so  that  the  American  merchant  marine 
can  make  a  profit  and  be  employed. 
The  fact  is  that  the  American  merchant 


marine  is  not  now  unemployed,  and 
Pakistan  has  some  ships  they  can  send 
here.  The  gentleman  from  Louisiana 
[Mr.  Boggs]  said  it  was  an  interior  na¬ 
tion.  I  want  to  know,  then,  how  ships 
are  going  to  get  to  Karachi. 

Mr.  BOGGS.  Possibly  there  was  a 
mistake  in  that  statement. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  We  are  giving  them 
the  wheat  and  you  want  to  send  it  over 
there.  If  you  want  to  do  that,  that  is 
all  right. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  should  like  to  ask 
my  distinguished  friend,  the  ranking  mi¬ 
nority  member  and  former  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Agriculture,  whether 
or  not  it  is  the  fact  that  the  language 
of  this  pending  amendment  now  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Weichel]  was  never  considered  in  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  at  the  time 
the  Pakistan  wheat  bill  was  considered? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  May  I  suggest  to  the 
gentleman  that  the  amendment  was  of¬ 
fered  and  then  the  matter  was  discussed 
just  as  the  freight  provision  was  dis¬ 
cussed;  and  the  particular  amendment, 
which  was  defeated  here  a  moment  ago 
overwhelmingly,  failed  in  the  commit¬ 
tee. 

There  is  a  strange  situation  here,  Mr. 
Chairman,  involving  all  foreign-aid  pro¬ 
grams.  This  is  the  first  time  that  our 
committee  has  been  asked  to  consider 
and  to  report  anything  in  the  way  of  a 
foreign-aid  program.  If  you  are  going 
to  keep  the  bookkeeping  right  so  that  the 
American  people  will  know  what  is  being 
done,  then  this  $100  million  must  be 
added  to  the  foreign-aid  bill  we  author¬ 
ized  last  week. 

One  other  thing :  I  asked  the  question 
yesterday.  What  is  it  that  anyone  on  the 
floor  of  this  House  now  knows  about  the 
horrible  situation  that  we  hear  so  much 
about  in  Pakistan  which  we  did  not  know 
on  the  16th  day  of  June  when  the  MSA 
bill  came  from  the  Foreign  Affairs  Com¬ 
mittee?  They  brought  it  out  and  the 
Congress  gave  them  $27  million.  Then 
they  handed  us  this  bill  and  want  us  to 
give  them  $100  million — and  do  it  as  a 
gift.  All  right;  if  the  House  wants  to 
do  it,  all  right.  I  am  going  to  vote  for 
the  bill  but  I  am  going  to  vote  against 
this  amendment. 

Mr.  KEOGH.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  must 
be  certain  that  all  American  interests 
are  protected  to  the  greatest  extent  pos¬ 
sible.  This  interest  includes  the  Ameri¬ 
can  cargo  and  ship  brokers. 

Early  in  the  war  Congress  passed  the 
Bland  Act,  which  became  section  217  of 
the  Merchant  Marine  Act  of  1936,  which 
provided  for  “the  maintenance  and  de¬ 
velopment  of  present  and  postwar  for¬ 
eign  trade,  and  the  preservation  of  for¬ 
warding  facilities  and  services  for  the 
postwar  restoration  of  foreign  com¬ 
merce.” 

This  measure  was  necessary  to  correct 
the  anomalous  situation  whjph  resulted 
from  foreign  nations  receiving  American 
aid  but  designating  nationals  of  their 
own  country  as  recipients  of  American 
dollars  for  the  privilege  of  arranging  or 


supervising  shipping  space,  even  on 
American-flag  vessels. 

The  legislative  history  of  the  Bland 
Act  shows  clearly  that  it  was  the  intent 
of  Congress  that  the  practices  which  ex¬ 
cluded  American  freight  forwarders  and 
brokers  from  handling  lend-lease  ship¬ 
ments  and  other  cargo  purchased  in  this 
country  must  be  eliminated. 

Following  the  war,  legislative  and  ad¬ 
ministrative  provision  was  made  for  the 
full  participation  of  American  brokers  in 
the  various  relief  programs.  For  in¬ 
stance,  during  discussion  in  the  Senate 
of  the  European  recovery  program.  Sen¬ 
ator  Vandenberg  stated: 

It  is  our  position  that  ERP  cargo  should 
in  all  cases  be  handled  in  accordance  with 
the  purpose  of  section  217  of  the  Merchant 
Marine  Act  of  1936. 

Insofar  as  the  various  executive  agen¬ 
cies  of  the  United  States  Government 
have  administered  the  various  relief  and 
recovery  programs  and  have  had  control 
over  the  transportation  services  inciden¬ 
tal  thereto,  the  established  ship  brokers 
have  been  protected.  However,  in  cer¬ 
tain  instances  where  the  recipient  for¬ 
eign  governments  have  procured  their 
own  transportation,  there  has  been  a 
tendency  toward  various  abuses.  In 
some  instances,  brokerage  was  paid  for¬ 
eign  ship  brokers  who  had  no  duties  to 
perform  whatsoever.  Another  example 
is  the  situation  where  the  foreign  gov¬ 
ernment  appointed  an  exclusive  broker 
in  the  United  States  who  allocated 
shares  in  the  brokerage  to  foreign 
brokers. 

The  proposed  grant  of  wheat  to  the 
people  of  Pakistan  is  essentially  a  gift, 
and  the  transportation  arrangements  in 
connection  with  the  wheat  should  be 
directed  by  the  United  States  Govern¬ 
ment.  Therefore,  the  arrangements  for 
such  transportation  should  be  under  the 
supervision  of  one  of  the  agencies  of  the 
United  States  Government,  and  not  only 
should  50  percent  of  the  cargo  be  car¬ 
ried  in  American-flag  vessels,  but  the 
charter  arrangements  to  be  made  should 
be  handled  through  established  Ameri¬ 
can  brokers  rather  than  through  foreign 
brokers,  who  in  most  cases  would  be  na¬ 
tionals  of  countries  other  than  Pakistan, 
which  is  not  a  dominant  shipping  nation. 

For  the  above-mentioned  reasons,  it 
should  be  clear  legislative  intent  that  the 
shipments  of  wheat  to  Pakistan  shall  be 
handled  through  the  normal  American 
commercial  channels. 

Mr.  TOLLEFSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  the  members  of 
the  committee  would  like  to  know  some 
of  the  facts  in  connection  with  the  op¬ 
eration  of  the  American  merchant  ma¬ 
rine.  I  rise  in  support  of  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
which  seeks  to  place  in  this  bill  a  pro¬ 
vision  which  is  similar  to  that  which  was 
put  into  all  other  similar  bills  in  the 
past.  I  have  particular  reference,  of 
course,  to  our  mutual  security  program. 

This  amendment  is  in  keeping  with 
the  policy  which  this  House  and  this 
Congress  has  already  adopted;  it  is  also 
in  keeping  with  a  policy  adopted  by  the 
Congress  when  it  passed  the  1936  Mer¬ 
chant  Marine  Act.  That  act  recognized 
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the  necessity  for  maintaining  and  keep¬ 
ing  an  adequate  American  merchant  ma¬ 
rine  as  the  fourth  or  fifth  arm  of  our 
national  defense. 

We  must  recognize  that  without  Gov¬ 
ernment  aid  we  could  have  no  American 
merchant  marine.  There  has  been  some 
confusion  here  in  connection  with  this 
subsidy  matter.  This  wheat  we  are  talk¬ 
ing  about  is  carried  as  bulk  cargo  and 
will  not  be  carried  in  very  great  quan¬ 
tities  by  what  we  call  our  berth  opera¬ 
tors  which  are  the  subsidized  lines.  This 
cargo  will  be  carried  mostly  by  tramp 
shipping,  and  the  tramp  shippers  are 
not  subsidized  at  all. 

You  will  be  interested,  while  we  are 
speaking  about  the  welfare  of  the  Amer¬ 
ican  merchant  marine  that  in  1946  or 
soon  after  the  end  of  World  War  n  there 
were  1,000  tramp  ships  flying  the  Amer¬ 
ican  flag.  Today  there  are  165  or  175 
according  to  whose  figures  you  take. 
Admiral  Dennebrink  says  there  are  165. 
The  representative  of  the  tramp  fleet  op¬ 
erators  before  our  committee  testified 
that  there  were  175;  but  that  does  not 
make  much  difference.  The  figures  do 
indicate  that  between  1946  and  today  we 
have  lost  better  than  800  American-flag 
tramD  ships. 

You  will  be  interested  to  know  also 
that  in  1946  about  65  percent  of  Ameri¬ 
can  cargo  was  carried  in  American-flag 
ships.  Last  year  that  dropped  down  to 
35  and  a  fraction  percent.  In  the  past 
few  months  the  figure  has  dropped  again 
to  24  percent.  Obviously  if  only  24  per¬ 
cent  of  the  American  cargo  is  going  to  be 
carried  in  American-flag  ships,  and  par¬ 
ticularly  does  this  apply  to  tramp  opera¬ 
tors,  they  are  going  to  drop  out  of  busi¬ 
ness  because  they  cannot  exist  carrying 
cargo  only  one  way.  They  have  to  carry 
cargo  both  ways.  If  we  want  to  carry 
out  the  specified  policy  of  our  1936  act, 
if  we  want  to  carry  out  the  policy 
adopted  in  our  mutual  security  program, 
this  amendment  should  be  adopted. 

I  grant  it  is  in  the  nature  of  a  sub¬ 
sidy  and  someone  has  suggested  that 
these  operators  should  come  before  the 
Congress  and  present  their  problem. 
May  I  say  to  the  Members  that  the  op¬ 
erators  have  come  before  our  commit¬ 
tee.  They  are  presently  before  the  Sen¬ 
ate  committee,  presenting  their  problem 
to  that  committee  and  in  time  it  may 
come  to  the  floor  of  the  House.  In  the 
meantime,  we  are  considering  this  bill. 
Here  is  an  opportunity  to  stabilize  some¬ 
what  the  operations  of  the  American 
merchant  marine. 

I  trust  that  the  committee  will  adopt 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio. 

Mr.  SEELY-BROWN.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TOLLEFSON.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  SEELY-BROWN.  Does  the  gen¬ 
tleman  have  any  figures  which  would  in¬ 
dicate  exactly  how  much  of  this  wheat 
is  going  to  be  carried  by  our  tramp  op¬ 
erators?  s 

Mi-.  TOLLEFSON.  No;  I  do  not  have 
the  exact  figures.  All  I  can  say  is  that 
the  bulk  of  it  will  be  carried  by  American 
operators. 


Mr.  SEELY-BROWN.  That  is  a  very 
important  thing  for  the  House  to  rec¬ 
ognize. 

Mr.  TOLLEFSON.  In  connection  with 
the  tramp  operators  who  appeared  be¬ 
fore  our  committee,  we  asked  their  rep¬ 
resentative  what  they  expected  would 
happen  to  their  tramp -shipping  opera¬ 
tions  if  the  aid  program  came  to  an  end. 
They  said  they  would  probably  go  out  of 
business  altogether. 

Mr.  PELLY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TOLLEFSON.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Washington. 

Mr.  PELLY.  I  though  I  understood 
the  gentleman  from  Texas  to  say  that 
this  amendment  would  help  the  Ameri¬ 
can  merchant  marine.  Do  you  think  we 
should  apologize  if  we  are  helping  our 
merchant  marine,  whether  we  be  farm¬ 
ers,  cottongrowers,  or  anyone  else? 

Mr.  TOLLEFSON.  No.  The  impor¬ 
tant  thing  is  not  so  much  that  we  help 
the  individual  farmers,  the  individual 
ship  operators,  the  sailors,  the  ship 
chandlers,  and  all  their  employees,  but 
the  important  thing  is  that  we  help  the 
economy  and  welfare  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  TOLLEFSON.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Massachusetts? 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  My  interpreta¬ 
tion  would  be  that  instead  of  a  subsidy 
this  in  connection  with  the  carrying  out 
of  the  act  is  a  justifiable  consideration 
of  an  important  segment  of  American 
business. 

Mr.  TOLLEFSON.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
man  for  his  contribution.  He  is  correct. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  pending  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  ever  since  1948  I  have 
fought  a  consistent  but  losing  battle  try¬ 
ing  to  keep  these  foreign-aid  measures 
from  becoming  subsidy  measures  for 
various  phases  of  American  business.  If 
our  merchant  marine  is  in  such  shape 
that  it  needs  additional  subsidies,  I  am 
perfectly  willing  to  have  that  great  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Merchant  Marine  and  Fisher¬ 
ies  consider  that  matter  and  bring  it  here 
on  its  own  merits.  But  all  through  this 
so-called  foreign-aid  program  it  has 
been  burdened  down  with  this  50-percent 
shipping  language  which  means  that 
hundreds  of  millions  of  dollars  of  sub¬ 
sidies  to  American  ships  have  come  out 
of  moneys  that  the  Congress  and  the 
people  thought  they  were  spending  for 
foreign  relief  or  foreign  aid. 

Mr.  KEOGH.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VORYS.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York. 

Mr.  KEOGH.  The  point  I  want  to 
make  is,  as  I  understand,  the  American- 
flag  operator  is  not  crying  poverty.  I 
am  simply  trying  to  have  written  into 
this  bill  the  long-established  objective 
of  having  American  flagships  carry  half 
of  the  trade  in  and  out  of  this  country. 

Mx-.  VORYS.  The  objective  is  quite 
clear.  It  is  to  require  that  part  of  this 
foreign  aid,  that  could  be  carried  cheaper- 
otherwise,  be  carried  the  more  expensive 
way  by  American  ships,  by  a  require¬ 
ment  imposed  by  law. 


Your  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs 
did  not  propose  any  basic  revision  of  the 
50-50  shipping  requirement  in  the  mu¬ 
tual  security  law,  so  that  of  the  $4.9  bil¬ 
lion  authorized  the  other  day,  one-half 
of  whatever  is  appropriated  to  be  shipped 
out  of  the  country  will  be  carried  in 
American  shipping,  when  it  might  have 
been  hauled  more  cheaply. 

But.  I  make  this  plea  on  this  item 
today  that  is  supposed  to  be  really  fox- 
aid  to  a  starving  country.  It  seems  to 
me  you  could  let  the  aid  funds  have  a 
vacation  from  a  shipping  subsidy,  and 
let  it  at  least  this  time  go  by  without 
writing  in  this  requirement.  If  you  put 
in  a  specific  requirement  like  this,  there 
will  be  a  question  whether  this  is  for 
relief  of  Pakistan  or  of  American  ship¬ 
ping.  If  this  is  a  relief  from  starvation 
proposition,  suppose  there  is  not  an 
American  ship,  then  do  people  over  there 
starve  while  waiting  for  American  ships? 
It  seems  to  me,  under  the  assurance  given 
by  the  Mutual  Security  Administrator, 
we  could  be  safe  in  leaving  this  out  this 
time  and  not  deliberately  loading  this 
particular  item  up  with  a  number  of  mil¬ 
lions  of  dollars’  worth  of  subsidy  to 
American  shipping  in  a  bill  under  the 
guise  of  relief  to  some  stricken  country. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VORYS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  We 
read  in  the  papers  about  a  threat  of  the 
merchant  marine  men  going  on  a  strike. 
How  long  that  strike  will  last,  if  it  be¬ 
gins,  no  one  knows. 

Mr.  VORYS.  If  there  is  a  strike  so 
that  American  ships  cannot  move,  then 
those  folks  face  starvation,  if  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  adopted. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  VORYS.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  New  York. 

Mr.  ROONEY.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
distinguished  gentleman  fi-om  Ohio  how 
it  is,  since  he  was  in  charge  of  the  bill 
only  last  week  in  behalf  of  the  majority 
authorizing  an  appropriation  for  $4.9  bil¬ 
lion  for  the  mutual  security  program, 
that  he  did  nothing  to  carry  out  his 
viewpoint  on  this  subject  insofar  as  that 
bill  was  concerned,  and  particularly  since 
the  law  in  regard  to  mutual  security 
shipments  in  American  vessels  is  iden¬ 
tical  with  the  language  which  is  now 
contained  in  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Weichel]  ?  Why  did  not  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  do  something  about  that  last 
week? 

Mr.  VORYS.  I  will  answer  if  you  give 
me  a  chance.  I  attempted  to  answer. 
We  did  not  desii'e  to  change  the  funda¬ 
mental  structure  of  the  mutual  security 
law  in  that  regard.  That  means  that 
we  did  not  recommend  any  changes  in 
that  part  of  it,  and  therefore  there  will 
be  hundreds  of  millions  of  dollai-s  going 
to  American  shippers  under  the  program 
authorized  the  other  day.  However,  that 
certainly  did  not  bar  anyone  of  us  from 
saying,  “Please,  do  not  load  this  special 
emei-gency  relief  bill  up  with  relief  money 
for  American  shippers.’’ 
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Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  wonder 
if  we  could  have  some  understanding  as 
to  time  to  close  debate  on  this  par¬ 
ticular  amendment  and  all  amendments 
thereto?  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  that  all  debate  on  this 
amendment  and  all  amendments  thereto 
close  in  15  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  reserving  the  right  to  object,  this 
is  a  matter,  as  I  observed  yesterday,  that 
involves  $100  million.  I  have  not  spoken 
on  the  bill,  and  I  would  like  to  have 
5  minutes. 

Mr.  HOPE.  We  are  on  the  first  sec¬ 
tion  of  the  bill  now,  and  there  will  be 
plenty  of  opportunity  for  the  gentleman 
to  discuss  it  fully  under  some  other  sec¬ 
tion.  I  was  hoping  we  could  complete 
debate  on  this  particular  amendment 
and  then  proceed  to  other  sections  of 
the  bill. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  noticed 
you  have  been  quite  lenient  this  morn¬ 
ing,  some  Members  having  been  given 
10  minutes.  Now  some  of  us  would  like 
to  have  5  minutes.  But  I  make  no  com¬ 
plaint  about  that. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman 
will  state  it. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Do  I  understand  the 
proposal  of  the  gentleman  from  Kansas 
would  preclude  debate  beyond  15  min¬ 
utes  on  all  amendments  to  this  section, 
or  will  it  be  confined  to  the  Weichel 
amendment  and  amendments  thereto? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  under¬ 
stands  the  request  of  the  gentleman  to 
apply  only  to  the  pending  amendment 
and  all  amendments  thereto. 

Mr.  HOPE.  That  is  correct. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  That,  of  course, 
would  not  foreclose  the  offering  of  fur¬ 
ther  amendments. 

Is  there  objection  to  the  request  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Hope]. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
amendment  was  not  considered  in  the 
executive  session  of  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture  at  which  the  bill  was  ap¬ 
proved.  However,  there  was  testimony 
before  the  committee  on  the  part  of  Mr. 
Dulles,  representing  the  State  Depart¬ 
ment,  that  he  had  no  objection  to  an 
amendment  identical  with  this,  which 
was  adopted  in  the  Senate  bill.  Mr. 
Stassen  expressed  himself  to  the  same 
effect.  In  the  letter  from  Mr.  Stassen, 
which  I  read  earlier  in  the  day,  it  was 
stated  that  it  was  the  expectation  that 
approximately  50  percent  of  these  car¬ 
goes  would  be  carried  in  American  ships. 

I,  therefore,  see  no  objection  to  the 
amendment  and  personally  I  expect  to 
support  it.  I  am  not  in  a  position  to 
say  that  the  committee  accepts  it,  but 
I  do  not  see  that  the  amendment  would 
in  any  way  affect  the  program,  and  since 
what  it  proposes  is  going  to  be  done  any¬ 
way,  and  it  might  prevent  taking  the  bill 
to  conference,  I  see  no  reason  why  the 
amendment  should  not  be  adopted. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 
ClardyL 

Mr.  CLARDY.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  one 
member  of  the  Committee  on  Merchant 
Marine  and  Fisheries,  I  want  to  go  on 
record  as  opposing  this  amendment. 
There  are  a  lot  of  things  I  should  like 
to  say  about  the  bill,  but  I  shall  not  take 
the  time  to  do  so  now. 

Mr.  DORN  of  New  York.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  CLARDY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DORN  of  New  York.  The  gentle¬ 
man  says  he  speaks  as  one  member  of 
the  Committee  on  Merchant  Marine  and 
Fisheries.  Is  it  not  true  that  all  the 
other  members  of  that  committee  are  on 
record  as  favoring  this  amendment? 

Mr.  CLARDY.  I  will  take  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  word  for  it,  but  I  am  used  to  being 
a  lone  wolf. 

This  amendment  is  no  more  than  a 
subsidy  for  shipowners.  If  adopted,  I 
certainly  cannot  vote  for  this  bill.  We 
have  already  paid  out  about  a  billion 
dollars  to  transport  the  giveaway  pro¬ 
gram  cargoes.  How  long  can  we  con¬ 
tinue  this  without  going  broke?  Who 
will  come  to  our  rescue  if  a  depression 
hits  us?  Let  us  think  of  ourselves  for  a 
while. 

(Mr.  CLARDY  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Smith]. 

(By  unanimous  consent,  the  time  al¬ 
lotted  to  Mr.  Bailey  and  to  Mr.  Coudert 
was  given  to  Mr.  Smith  of  Virginia.) 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  just  wanted  to  say,  and  I  guess 
I  could  have  said  it  in  a  minute  and  a 
half,  but  there  is  not  much  to  it  any 
way.  I  talked  about  this  bill  a  little 
bit  yesterday  when  we  were  considering 
the  rule  because  I  was  puzzled — I  was 
deeply  puzzled.  I  did  not  know  what 
it  was  all  about.  I  wondered  why  we 
were  making  India  pay  the  freight  and 
then  giving  it  to  these  folks,  and  saying 
that  we  had  to  deliver  this  wheat  at 
their  doorstep  and  perhaps  mill  it,  and 
grind  it  and  bake  it  for  them.  I  have 
found  out  now  what  this  bill  is  all  about. 
It  has  the  wrong  title.  You  Members 
can  sit  around  here  boasting  about  your 
charity,  as  you  have  done  yesterday  and 
today,  and  with  all  these  high-flown  ser¬ 
mons  that  we  have  been  listening  to 
about  charity.  There  is  not  any  charity 
in  this  bill  so  far  as  a  number  of  the 
Members  here  are  concerned.  You  ought 
to  change  the  title  of  this  bill.  You 
have  sat  here  all  through  today  during 
this  debate  and  heard  a  debate  not  over 
whether  you  were  going  to  be  charitable 
and  give  some  wheat  to  Pakistan,  but 
you  have  sat  here  and  listened  to  a  de¬ 
bate,  a  selfish  debate,  about  whether  you 
were  going  to  spend  $100  million  of  the 
people’s  money  in  order  to  further  sub¬ 
sidize  to  the  extent  of  $10  or  $12  mil¬ 
lion  the  ship  owners  of  America.  Is 
that  not  what  you  have  been  doing? 
Who  is  going  to  say  “nay”  to  that? 
Gentlemen,  let  us  not  talk  about  char¬ 
ity.  If  the  underlying  motive  here  is 
that  these  folks  who  have  got  hold  of 
the  Merchant  Marine,  which '  belonged 


to  the  United  States,  for  little  or  noth¬ 
ing,  and  who  have  made  great  fortunes 
out  of  it,  are  to  be  subsidized  to  the 
extent  of  another  $10  or  $12  million  by 
giving  away  $100  million  in  the  process, 
why  do  you  not  say  so  honestly  and  be 
frank  about  it?  Let  us  change  the  title 
of  this  bill  and  say  it  is  a  bill  for  relief 
for  Pakistan  and  the  merchant-ship 
owners  of  the  United  States.  That  is 
what  you  are  doing. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  had  expected  to  go 
along  on  this  bill  because  I  thought 
surely  this  House  would  say  as  long  as 
India  had  to  come  and  get  it,  Pakistan 
should  come  and  get  it.  You  have  de¬ 
feated  that  amendment,  and  I  just  do 
not  feel  like  going  ahead  with  this  when 
you  are  not  only  to  give  them  the  wheat 
but  carry  it  to  their  doorstep.  Mr. 
Chairman,  that  is  about  all  I  have  to 
say. 

Mr.  COUDERT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COUDERT.  The  gentleman  made 
a  very  proper  reference  to  one  element 
of  the  relief  factor  in  this  bill.  Is  not 
the  bill  also  for  the  relief  of  the  wheat 
farmer  in  that  it  makes  the  taxpayer  pay 
twice  for  this  wheat? 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  There  was 
some  discussion  about  that  yesterday. 
Maybe  it  is  all  right — I  do  not  know. 
We  are  giving  all  this  money  to  Europe, 
Asia,  Africa,  and  India,  and  maybe  we 
ought  to  give  some  of  it  to  the  ship  own¬ 
ers  and  the  wheat  growers. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Heller]. 

Mr.  HELLER.  Mr.  Chairman,  there 
has  been  a  great  deal  of  talk  about  our 
merchant  marine.  I  am  of  the  view,  we 
must  do  everything  possible  to  encourage 
the  growth  and  the  further  development 
of  our  merchant  marine.  This  is  an  im¬ 
portant  segment  of  our  economy  and  of 
invaluable  significance  to  our  national 
security.  Only  recently  Rear  Adm.  R.  E. 
Wilson  told  a  subcommittee  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  Interstate  and  Foreign  Commerce 
Committee,  it  is  imperative  for  the 
United  States  to  build  up  a  merchant 
marine  which  is  substantially  greater 
than  its  present  strength  because  of  in¬ 
ternational  uncertainties. 

We  must  take  heed  of  this  warning  and 
advice  while  we  can  and  utilize  every  op¬ 
portunity  to  help  our  merchant  marine. 

I  was  very  much  impressed  with  the 
speech  made  by  the  very  able  gentleman 
from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Boggs].  In  sub¬ 
stance,  he  said,  “Let  us  not  take  our  mer¬ 
chant  marine  for  granted.”  I  repeat, 
let  us  not  take  our  merchant  marine  for 
granted  until  war  cracks  around  our 
heads  and  then  find  ourselves  running 
around  like  mad  trying  to  repair  our 
neglect  and  carelessness.  It  happened 
during  the  last  two  wars  and  it  is  ap¬ 
parent  to  me  that  some  here  have  not 
learned  a  lesson.  We  are  the  guardians 
of  the  merchant  marine.  President 
Eisenhower  has  said  it  is  the  fourth  arm 
of  our  national  defense,  ranking  with, 
but  after  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Air  Force. 
Let  us  not  treat  it,  however,  as  a  step¬ 
child.  The  Government  has  played  just 
this  role  with  our  merchant  marine  for 
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too  long  instead  of  pressing  it  to  its 
bosom  in  appreciation  for  past  perform¬ 
ances.  I  say  we  must  give  it  equitable 
consideration  with  other  elements  in  our 
economy.  It  is  about  time  we  appre¬ 
ciated  how  vital  it  is  in  peace  and  war. 
You  can  help  to  encourage  and  develop 
our  merchant  marine — you  can  do  it  by 
voting  in  favor  of  the  Weichel  amend¬ 
ment. 

(Mr.  HELLER  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks  ) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut 
[Mr.  Seely-Brown]. 

(Mr.  SEELY-BROWN  asked  and  was 
given  permission  to  revise  and  extend 
his  remarks.) 

Mr.  SEELY-BROWN.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  rise  merely  to  answer  one  of  the 
statements  made  by  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  Vorys]  who  indicated  that 
the  adoption  of  the  Weichel  amendment 
might  cripple  the  program  by  delay¬ 
ing — I  believe  those  were  his  words — 
by  delaying  the  shipment  of  needed 
wheat  because  of  the  lack  of  shipping 
space.  The  amendment  specifically 
takes  care  of  that  situation  by  providing 
“to  the  extent  practicable.”  In  other 
words,  if  it  is  practicable  to  send  the 
wheat,  then  it  will  be  shipped  as  is  in¬ 
dicated  by  the  amendment  and  not 
otherwise. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SEELY-BROWN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  VORYS.  How  long  is  practic¬ 
able?  How  long  would  they  have  to 
wait  for  an  American  ship? 

Mr.  SEELY-BROWN.  When  people 
are  starving,  the  time  factor  is  vital. 
“To  the  extent  practicable”  would  in 
this  case  mean  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment.  Should  any  long  delay  be  in¬ 
volved  then  other  than  American  ships 
would  be  utilized. 

Mr.  TOLLEFSON.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SEELY-BROWN.  I  yield  to  the 
gentleman  from  Washington. 

Mr.  TOLLEFSON.  Does  not  the 
testimony  before  our  committee  indi¬ 
cate  that  there  are  a  number  of  tramp 
vessels  available  almost  immediately  to 
carry  this  bulk  cargo? 

Mr.  SEELY-BROWN.  The  testimony 
presented  before  our  committee  indi¬ 
cated  the  general  availability  of  tramp 
vessels. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr. 
Shelley]. 

(By  unanimous  consent  Mr.  Rooney 
and  Mr.  Dorn  of  New  York  yielded  their 
time  to  Mr.  Shelley.) 

Mr.  SHELLEY.  I  thank  the  gentle¬ 
men  for  yielding  me  their  time. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  the  time  has 
come  when  we  should  review  a  little  his¬ 
tory  about  why  this  policy  was  first 
established. 

After  World  War  II,  this  country  had 
a  great  number  of  vessels  and  we  put 
some  of  those  vessels  up  for  sale  and 
we  sold  them.  At  that  time  the  foreign 
countries  did  not  have  a  great  number 
of  vessels.  There  was  a  dearth  of  for¬ 
eign  vessels,  because  they  had  been  lost 


during  the  war;  and  a  great  many  of 
ours  also  had  been  lost.  Just  as  in  World 
War  I,  during  World  War  II  everybody — 
the  people  from  Texas,  the  people  from 
Mississippi,  the  people  from  Ohio — who 
had  sons  and  who  were  themselves  going 
and  who  had  relatives  going  abroad  in 
the  armed  services,  resented  the  fact  that 
at  times  they  had  to  sail  in  foreign  ves¬ 
sels,  whose  standards  were  not  up  to 
American  vessels.  They  did  not  have  the 
sanitary  or  safety  facilities,  or  anything 
else  that  we  have  in  American  ships  in 
keeping  with  American  standards. 

We  spent  billions  of  dollars  to  build 
American  vessels,  manned  by  trained 
and  competent  American  people,  quali¬ 
fied  to  serve  in  the  Reserve  forces  of  the 
United  States  Navy,  to  transport  our 
young  men  to  foreign  places.  We  recog¬ 
nized  that  during  those  periods  we 
needed  an  American  merchant  marine. 

As  a  result  of  our  experiences  after 
World  War  I,  when  we  saw  the  merchant 
marine  go  down,  Congress  made  a  study 
and  wrote  the  Merchant  Marine  Act  of 
1936,  which  Congress  has  supported 
since,  and  which  says  that  we  need  a 
merchant  marine.  But  we  cannot  have 
a  merchant  marine  and  have  young 
Americans  man  those  ships  if  they  are 
going  to  receive  pay  at  foreign  stand¬ 
ards,  food  at  foreign  standards,  and  live 
under  foreign  conditions.  So,  therefore, 
we  must  subsidize  that  service,  so  that 
we  may  have  ships  in  time  of  emergency, 
American  ships  upon  which  we  can  de¬ 
pend  and  not  foreign  vessels  the  use  of 
which  we  could  not  depend  upon  in  dan¬ 
gerous  times. 

So  we  agree  we  need  a  merchant  ma¬ 
rine.  Since  we  agree  we  need  a  merchant 
marine,  the  people  in  that  industry, 
American  merchants  and  the  American 
Government,  have  fought  consistently 
through  all  the  years  to  see  that  some 
American  goods  were  carried  in  the 
American  vessels,  so  that  they  would 
have  something  to  do.  It  does  not  make 
sense  for  us  to  start  the  building  of  them, 
to  subsidize  the  operation  of  them,  and 
then  give  them  nothing  to  carry. 

When  we  started  foreign  aid  there 
was  a  movement,  and  people  in  the  State 
Department  encouraged  the  movement, 
i or  the  use  of  foreign  vessels.  They 
said,  “Let  us  help  friendly  nations  who 
are  in  the  maritime  trade  and  use  their 
vessels,”  and  we  started  laying  our  ves¬ 
sels  up.  That  was  after  we  had  paid 
to  build  them  and  while  we  were  paying 
to  subsidize  their  operation.  There  was 
no  freight  for  the  merchant  marine  we 
all  agreed  we  should  have  for  our 
security. 

So,  as  a  result,  the  policy  was  estab¬ 
lished  that  at  least  50  percent  of  this 
material  that  we  give  to  these  countries, 
or  lend  to  them,  such  as  under  the  Mar¬ 
shall  plan  or  under  mutual  security, 
should  go  in  our  vessels  so  that  we  would 
not  be  wasting  the  money  that  we  spent 
to  build  them  and  the  money  we  paid 
to  subsidize  the  operation  of  them;  so 
that  we  could  keep  them  alive  and  keep 
them  going.  The  Weichel  amendment 
simply  continues  that  policy. 

Why  is  it  offered  here  today? 

Because  the  wheat-for-Pakistan  bill 
comes  to  the  floor  under  the  manage¬ 


ment  of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
whereas  previous  aid  bills  have  hereto¬ 
fore  been  heard  and  handled  by  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs.  The  lat¬ 
ter  committee  has  recognized  the  justice 
of  the  50-percent  shipping  provision  for 
some  years  and  would  probably,  I  feel, 
have  included  the  provision.  The  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Agriculture,  well  informed  as 
they  may  be  on  agricultural  matters,  are 
not  informed,  evidently,  on  maritime 
matters.  That  is  evidenced  by  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Texas  [Mr.  Poage],  and  some  of 
the  statements  concerning  rates,  availa¬ 
bility  of  vessels,  and  the  resultant  mar¬ 
ket  effect  of  shipping  this  wheat. 

The  Weichel  amendment  might  never 
have  been  brought  to  the  floor  today  if 
it  had  not  been  for  the  threat  to  the 
American  merchant  marine  underlying 
the  Poage  amendment,  and  some  of  the 
uninformed  statements  on  these  matters 
which  we  members  of  the  Merchant  Ma¬ 
rine  Committee  have  heard  yesterday 
and  today.  With  this  threat  to  the  es¬ 
tablished  principle  of  50-percent  car¬ 
riage  in  American-flag  vessels  we  could 
not  stand  by.  When  we  hear  the  50- 
percent  provision  attacked  as  a  subsidy 
to  the  American  merchant  marine  we 
of  the  Merchant  Marine  Committee  who 
work  with  the  problem  daily  and  know 
and  understand  the  situation  find  our¬ 
selves  at  a  loss  to  understand  why  such 
a  charge  should  be  made.  It  seems  par¬ 
ticularly  strange  to  us  that  the  gentle¬ 
men  from  the  Agriculture  Committee, 
who  have  the  support  of  most  of  us  from 
the  big  shipping  centers  on  their  fre¬ 
quent  requests  for  agriculture  subsidy 
funds,  should  be  attacking  it  even  if  it 
were  a  subsidy,  which  it  decidedly  is  not. 
I  find  it  hard  to  believe  that  they  are 
saying,  “Give  our  farmers  a  subsidy, 
but  don’t  give  it  to  any  other  branch 
of  the  American  economy.  Give  it  to 
the  farmers  but  don’t  give  support,  or 
assistance,  or  call  it  what  you  will,  to 
any  other  industry.”  I  would  like  to 
call  the  House’s  attention  to  the  simple 
fact  that  through  the  last  6  years — since 
1946 — the  net  losses  on  American  farm 
price-support  programs — the  cost  to  the 
taxpayer  of  subsidizing  farm  produc¬ 
tion — have  amounted  to  $1,150  million. 
During  approximately  the  same  period 
the  net  cost  to  the  Government  of  all 
maritime-subsidy  programs  has  been 
only  a  little  over  $268  million.  Why  is 
subsidy  all  right  in  one  case  and  not 
in  the  other?  Does  the  mere  fact  of 
living  inland  make  an  American  work¬ 
man,  no  matter  what  his  occupation, 
any  more  deserving  of  Government  help 
than  a  seaman  engaged  in  an  equally 
vital  occupation? 

The  question  of  American  shipping 
rates  has  been  raised.  It  has  been  said 
that  they  are  high,  out  of  all  proportion 
to  what  they  should  be.  The  rates  paid 
by  those  who  ship  aboard  American  ves¬ 
sels  certainly  cannot  be  called  a  subsidy. 
No  matter  what  flag  a  vessel  is  flying, 
the  shipper  must  pay  freight  charges — 
and  in  regular  berth  liner  service,  for¬ 
eign  or  American,  where  ships  have  regu¬ 
larly  scheduled  sailings,  the  rates  are 
set  by  international  conference  and  are 
identical.  Let  us  hope  that  clears  up 
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some  of  the  misconceptions  on  that  point. 
If  the  cargoes  are  to  move  in  tramp  ves¬ 
sels,  which  go  where  the  cargo  takes 
them,  there  is  a  world  market  and  there 
are  world  market  quotations  which  the 
American  tramp  operator  must  meet  on 
a  competitive  basis  if  he  is  to  get  any 
cargo.  The  only  differences  between 
American  rates  and  foreign  rates  are  due 
to  the  differences  between  American 
wage  and  living  standards  and  foreign 
standards.  I  trust  that  our  friends  from 
the  Agriculture  Committee  are  not  try¬ 
ing  to  say  that  they  want  support  for 
American  living  standards  for  the  farmer 
but  that  they  do  not  want  to  support 
those  standards  for  the  m&ti  who  goes  to 
sea. 

Right  here  and  now  is  the  time  to 
straighten  out  this  question  of  compara¬ 
tive  rates  and  comparative  costs  as  be¬ 
tween  American  and  foreign  shipping. 
We  have  heard  a  discussion  of  the  prob¬ 
lem  quoting  Admiral  Denebrinck,  head 
of  the  Military  Sea  Transportation  Serv¬ 
ice  of  the  Navy.  With  all  due  respect 
for  the  admiral,  whom  I  regard  very 
highly  as  an  exceedingly  able  naval  offi¬ 
cer,  I  do  not  consider  him  an  authority 
on  the  merchant  marine.  The  admiral’s 
job  is  to  operate  the  Navy’s  supporting 
fleet  of  merchant-type  vessels,  and  I 
might  add  that  the  Merchant  Marine 
Committee  at  this  time  is  going  into  the 
operations  of  his  organization  because  of 
the  fact  that  they  have  spread  their 
operations  beyond  what  they  were  set  up 
to  do  and  are  competing  directing  with 
the  American  merchant  marine. 

Instead  of  consulting  Admiral  Dene¬ 
brinck,  I  have  checked  with  Mr.  Charles 
Maguire,  head  of  the  National  Shipping 
Authority  in  the  Maritime  Administra¬ 
tion — the  agency  which  has  handled  our 
previous  aid  shipment  cargoes  and  who 
is  in  a  position  to  know  more  about  ship¬ 
ping  conditons,  availability  of  vessels, 
and  shipping  rates  than  anyone  else  I 
can  think  of.  Mr.  Maguire  advises  me 
that  it  is  his  best  estimate,  based  on  his 
sound  knowledge  of  present  and  probable 
future  conditions  within  the  next  6 
months  when  this  grain  will  be  shipped, 
that  regardless  of  what  flag  the  vessels 
will  fly,  availability  of  ships  will  dictate 
that  about  250,000  tons,  one-quarter  of 
the  wheat  will  have  to  be  carried  on  berth 
liners — regularly  scheduled  ships — and 
about  750,000  tons  on  tramps.  He  also 
gives  it  as  his  best  estimate  that  the 
berth  liner  rates,  regardless  of  the  flag 
they  fly,  will  be  about  $18  per  ton,  aver¬ 
aging  out  the  rates  from  the  various 
ports  at  which  the  grain  will  be  loaded. 
He  gives  as  his  best  estimate  of  foreign- 
tramp  rates  a  quotation  of  $14  per  ton. 
He  gives  as  his  best  estimate  of  Ameri¬ 
can  tramp  rates  a  price  of  $21  per  ton. 

Now,  using  these  figures  as  a  base,  and 
assuming  that  50  percent  of  the  wheat  is 
carried  aboard  Ameican  vessels  and  50 
percent  aboard  foreign  vessels,  which 
will  be  the  approximate  situation  if  the 
Weichel  amendment  is  approved  to  con¬ 
form  with  the  Senate  bill,  the  total  cost 
of  shipment  will  be  $17,625,000.  Using 
these  same  figures,  if  all  the  wheat  was 
carried  aboard  foreign  vessels  the  total 
cost  would  be  $15  million.  I  say  that  the 
$2,625,000  difference  is  a  small  price  to 


pay  to  assure  an  actively  operating 
American  merchant  marine  in  the  inter¬ 
ests  of  national  security. 

Incidentally,  the  bogey  which  Admiral 
Denebrinck  raises  about  a  sharp  rise  in 
rates  if  this  provision  carries  is  strictly 
that.  If  he  were  as  familiar  with  the 
American  merchant  marine  as  Mr.  Ma¬ 
guire  or  as  the  members  of  the  Merchant 
Marine  Committee,  he  would  know  that 
there  is  a  very  effective  way,  used  iri 
past  aid  cargo  shipments,  to  prevent  that 
happening.  The  National  Shipping  Au¬ 
thority,  if  rates  threaten  to  get  out  of 
line,  can  simply  bring  a  few  ships  out 
of  the  layup  fleet,  operate  them  under 
general  agency  agreements,  and  by 
that  device  keep  the  rates  where  they 
should  be.  After  that  statement  was 
made  on  the  floor  yesterday,  although 
I  knew  it  was  an  uninformed  opinion, 
to  say  the  least,  I  checked  with  the 
National  Shipping  Authority.  I  was 
assured — and  the  figures  quoted  to  me 
by  Mr.  Maguire  on  anticipated  rates  bear 
this  out — that  past  experience  indicated 
no  such  likelihood.  The  charter  mar¬ 
ket  is  subject  to  normal  fluctuations,  but 
it  is  not  anticipated  that  the  1,000,000- 
ton  wheat  shipment  will  affect  it  to  any 
substantial  degree. 

Mr.  Chairman,  to  sum  up,  I  want  to 
come  back  to  the  point  I  made  in  the 
earlier  part  of  my  remarks  when  I  dwelt 
on  the  importance  of  the  American  mer¬ 
chant  marine  as  a  national  safeguard. 
Those  who  continually  snipe  at  the 
merchant  marine  through  such  tactics 
as  the  Poage  amendment  just  do  not 
know  what  they  might  be  doing  to  our 
national  security  should  their  tactics 
work.  We  cannot  fight  a  war  without 
a  going  merchant  fleet  at  its  outbreak 
any  more  than  the  Pakistanians  will  be 
able  to  exist  without  this  wheat,  nor 
any  more  than  this  country  could  keep 
its  people  alive  without  the  farm  crops 
which  we  now  pay  such  a  high  price  to 
support.  When  we  measure  the  na¬ 
tional  security  against  the  $2,626,000  the 
Weichel  amendment  might  cost,  it  is  a 
very  small  price,  indeed,  and  I  urge  my 
colleagues  who  have  the  national  inter¬ 
est  and  not  a  phoney  economy  at  heart 
to  support  the  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
Jensen]  for  V/4  minutes. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  yield 
back  my  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  August  H.  AndresenI. 

Mr.  AUGUST  H.  ANDRESEN.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  yield  back  my  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Weichel], 

The  amendment  was  agi’eed  to. 

(Mr.  TOLLEFSON  asked  and  was  given 
permission  to  revise  and  extend  his 
remarks.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Are  there  further 
amendments  to  this  section? 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Bailey:  Page  2, 
line  6,  after  the  word  “President”  and  after 
the  period  insert  " Provided ,  That  the  Presi¬ 


dent  acting  through  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation  shall  set  aside  1  ton  of  wheat 
for  every  100  tons  allocated  to  Pakistan  under 
this  act  to  be  held  in  reserve  for  distribution, 
on  application  by  proper  State  and  local 
officials,  to  areas  within  the  continental 
United  States  that  are  presently  in  need. 
The  distribution,  payment,  and  delivery  to 
be  on  the  same  terms  and  conditions  as 
are  deliveries  to  Pakistan.” 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  sin¬ 
cerely  hope  that  none  of  my  colleagues 
will  infer  from  this  amendment  that  I 
am  opposed  to  the  basic  idea  of  extend¬ 
ing  it  to  Pakistan.  It  will  be  recalled 
that  I  supported  during  the  82d  Con¬ 
gress  the  proposal  to  grant  emergency 
grain  to  India:  I  did  it  in  the  well  of 
the  House,  and  I  remember  making  the 
statement  there  which  it  might  be  well 
for  my  colleagues  to  ponder  today.  I 
said:  ‘‘Mr.  Speaker,  when  I  go  back  and 
face  my  constituents  in  the  coming  cam¬ 
paign” — that  was  the  campaign  of 
1952 — “about  the  best  explanation  I  will 
have  for  supporting  the  emergency  grant 
of  grain  to  India  will  be  the  same  ex¬ 
cuse  offered  by  my  friend  Sam  who  was 
brought  up  one  time  before  the  magis¬ 
trate  and  charged  with  throwing  a  brick 
through  a  plate  glass  window.  The  jus¬ 
tice  asked  him:  ‘Sam,  why  did  you  do 
that?’  Sam  said:  ‘Your  Honor,  at  the 
time  I  thought  it  was  the  proper  thing 
to  do.’  ”  Probably  it  is  the  proper  thing 
to  do  to  support  this  amount  of  grain 
for  Pakistan  with  some  extenuating  cir¬ 
cumstances,  and  there  is  one  of  them  I 
want  to  call  your  attention  to  in  sup¬ 
port  of  this  amendment. 

I  do  not  want  to  hear,  and  I  do  not 
want  to  use,  the  threadbare  phrase: 
Charity  begins  at  home;  I  want  you  to 
look  upon  this  as  a  well-thought-out 
plan,  a  businesslike  approach,  if  you 
please.  What  I  am  asking  in  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  that  when  we  grant  Pakistan 
100  tons  of  wheat  we  set  aside  in  a  re¬ 
serve  1  ton  that  may  be  consumed  in 
the  future,  not  alone  in  my  State  of  West 
Virginia  but  in  any  area  that  is  present¬ 
ly  in  need  of  assistance.  There  is  such 
a  condition  in  the  State  of  West  Virginia 
today  not  brought  about  by  the  State  of 
West  Virginia  but  brought  about  by  the 
Federal  Government  through  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  reciprocal  trade  agreements 
program.  In  our  coal  mines  there  are 
42,000  miners  out  of  employment;  con¬ 
sequently,  11,000  or  12,000  railroad  men 
who  man  the  trains  which  haul  the  coal 
are  out  of  employment.  Over  11,000  of 
those  men  have  drawn  all  of  their  un¬ 
employment  compensation  funds.  There 
are  areas  in  the  State  of  West  Virginia, 
the  largest  coal  producing  State  in  the 
Union,  in  which  there  are  towns  up  to 
2,000  population  where  the  mine  is 
closed,  the  company  store  is  closed, 
three-quarters  of  the  people  are  on  relief. 

I  want  to  make  it  possible  for  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Public  Assistance  of  the 
State  of  West  Virginia  when  the  State 
of  West  Virginia  funds  are  exhausted  to 
be  able  to  requisition  wheat  which  may 
be  exchanged  for  flour  to  feed  those 
hungry  miners.  It  is  just  that  simple. 
It  could  apply  to  any  other  section  of 
the  country  or  to  any  other  industry 
than  the  mining  industry  if  the  occa¬ 
sion  arises.  I  can  see  no  basic  reason- 
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able  argument  against  the  plan  to  set 
up  this  reserve  for  future  emergencies. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Virginia.  I  would  not 
be  surprised  if  the  gentleman  from  West 
Virginia  would  not  be  willing  to  pay  the 
freight  on  it,  too. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  If  the  gentleman  will 
note  the  last  sentence  of  my  amendment, 
I  said  the  distribution  and  the  servicing 
of  it  shall  be  on  the  same  terms  as  the 
delivery  to  Pakistan.  If  we  are  going  to 
pay  the  freight  on  the  Pakistan  ship¬ 
ments,  then  we  will  pay  the  freight  into 
the  mining  area  just  the  same  as  we 
would  pay  the  transportation  cost  to 
Pakistan.  It  is  that  simple.  I  can  see 
no  reason  why  there  would  be  any  jus¬ 
tifiable  argument  against  an  arrange¬ 
ment  of  that  kind.  It  looks  like  it  is  a 
good  business  proposition  and  foresight. 
I  certainly  hope  that  the  committee  will 
seriously  consider  the  amendment  and 
offer  no  objection  to  it. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
the  pending  amendment  close  in  3  min¬ 
utes  and  that  those  3  minutes  be  allotted 
to  the  committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  sure 
that  the  amendment  offered  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  West  Virginia  was  offered 
in  good  faith  and  in  the  belief  that  we 
do  not  have  any  provisions  of  law  now 
which  would  permit  the  distribution  of 
commodities  held  by  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  to  charitable  institu¬ 
tions.  There  is  a  law  now  in  existence 
which  provides  that  under  certain  condi¬ 
tions  all  of  our  surplus  commodities — 
not  alone  wheat  but  all  of  our  surplus 
commodities— may  be  distributed  to 
charitable  organizations,  such  as  school- 
lunch  programs  and  nonprofit  institu¬ 
tions.  I  believe  that  law  will  take  care 
of  the  situation  which  the  gentleman 
mentions  to  a  better  extent  and  a  greater 
degree  than  his  amendment  would  do. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  West  Virginia. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  May  I  remind  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Kansas  that  when  you 
contact  the  surplus  commodities  de¬ 
partment  of  the  Agriculture  Depart¬ 
ment  they  want  to  know  who  is  going  to 
arrange  to  pay  the  freight  on  it.  That 
is  the  way  you  get  your  help.  I  do  not 
want  to  make  the  miners  of  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  the  subject  of  charity  by  asking 
‘them  to  pay  the  freight  on  wheat.  We 
are  not  asking  the  Red  Cross  to  pay  it 
to  Pakistan. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Has  the  gentleman  made 
a  request  of  the  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture? 

Mr.  BAILEY.  I  have  made  inquiry 
and  I  have  been  so  advised.  I  have  been 
getting  help  for  some  of  my  school  dis¬ 
tricts  and  some  of  my  State  institutions. 
But  somebody  has  to  pay  the  freight  and 
the  miners  do  not  have  any  money 


to  pay  it.  If  they  had  they  would  not 
be  in  the  situation  they  are  in  at  the 
present  time.  They  would  not  be  on  re¬ 
lief.  I  still  can  see  no  objection  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  HOPE.  The  gentleman  under¬ 
stands  that  on  the  school-lunch  pro¬ 
grams  the  State  pays  the  freight  and 
I  have  little  doubt  but  what  the  State 
of  West  Virginia  would  be  glad  to  pay 
the  freight  on  the  commodities.  There 
are  no  doubt  commodities  in  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  State  that  could  be  used. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  My  State  legislature 
has  been  in  extra  session  and  one  of  the 
things  they  did  in  that  special  session — 
their  regular  session  adjourned  in  Jan¬ 
uary — was  to  transfer  an  additional  mil¬ 
lion  dollars  to  the  department  of  public 
assistance  in  order  to  help  carry  this 
proposition.  Why  should  my  State  of 
West  Virginia  be  asked  to  raid  its  treas¬ 
ury  and  make  available  for  relief  some¬ 
thing  for  which  the  State  is  not  respon¬ 
sible?  The  Federal  Government  through 
the  enactment  of  the  reciprocal  trade 
agreement  let  the  coal  markets  down 
by  permitting  the  shipping  in  of  this  re¬ 
sidual  oil.  That  is  where  the  blame  lies 
for  this  situation.  Why  should  we  raid 
our  treasury  to  make  good  on  something 
that  is  directly  chargeable  to  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  West  Virginia  [Mr.  Bailey]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  Bailey)  there 
were — ayes  57,  noes  69. 

Mr.  SAILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  de¬ 
mand  tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered,  and  the  Chair¬ 
man  appointed' as  tellers  Mr.  Hope  and 
Mr.  Bailey. 

The  Committee  again  divided ;  and  the 
tellers  reported  that  there  were — ayes 
58,  hoes  91. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
a  preferential  motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Sutton  moves  to  strike  out  all  after 
the  enacting  clause. 

Mr.  SUTTON.-  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is 
not  any  underhanded  way  to  defeat  the 
bill.  It  is  a  straightforward  motion  to 
strike  out  all  after  the  enacting  clause. 

Much  discussion  about  American  ships, 
American  bottoms,  to  carry  the  wheat 
to  Pakistan,  and  so  forth,  has  been  in¬ 
dulged  in  this  afternoon,  but  I  think 
first  of  all  it  should  be  decided  whether 
or  not  we  are  going  to  give  this  $122 
million  worth  of  wheat  with  the  trans¬ 
portation  to  Pakistan. 

Before  our  Committee  on  Agriculture 
it  was  brought  out  that  30  percent  of 
this  was  to  go  to  charity  and  70  percent 
was  to  be  sold,  the  money  to  be  derived 
from  that  sale  to  go  to  the  Government 
of  Pakistan.  So  the  talk  of  charity  and 
famine  is  out  of  the  question  as  far  as 
I  am  concerned  because  only  30  percent 
of  it  will  go  for  that. 

To  me,  charity  begins  at  home.  You 
do  not  have  to  walk  two  blocks  from 
this  Nation’s  Capitol  to  find  people  that 
are  starving  right  now. 

As  far  as  the  famine  in  Pakistan  is 
concerned,  last  year  they  had  a  famine 
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also.  We  did  not  give  them  any  wheat; 
we  lent  them  $15  million.  They  got  by 
all  right  on  $15  million.  This  year 
under  the  Mutual  Security  Act  we  gave 
them  $27,500,000,  which  is  more  than 
they  had  last  year,  when  they  did  not 
starve.  Now  we  come  along  and  want 
to  give  them  $122  million. 

To  me,  it  is  asinine,  in  the  words  of  a 
former  President  of  the  United  States. 
Our  national  debt  is  $265  billion.  Are 
we  going  to  give  the  country  completely 
away? 

They  say  because  we  have  a  surplus 
of  wheat  we  should  do  something  with 
it.  In  the  last  few  years  we  have  been 
blessed  with  a  bountiful  crop  of  wheat, 
that  is  true,  but  we  do  not  know  how 
soom  we  may  have  another  drought  and 
need  the  wheat  we  have  now.  We  do 
not  know  how  soon  the  Secretary  of  Agri¬ 
culture  may  impose  agricultural  allot¬ 
ments  and  quotas,  and  as  a  result  we 
will  not  have  the  crop  we  have  today. 

As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  for  one  want  to  go  on  record 
as  not  giving  the  United  States  away. 

Let  me  say  also,  since  it  has  been 
brought  up  that  Pakistan  is  such  a  good 
ally  of  ours  and  that  we  need  them  in 
the  United  Nations,  that  the  other  day 
before  the  Committee  on  Agriculture 
when  Governor  Stassen  mentioned  the 
fact  that  they  were  such  swell  allies  of 
ours  and  doing  so  much  to  help  us  and 
the  United  Nations,  I  ask  him  how  many 
of  their  troops  were  in  Korea  helping 
the  American  boys.  He  said  not  one.  If 
they  are  such  great  allies,  why  are  they 
not  over  in  Korea  helping  our  boys? 
Why  are  they  not  over  in  Korea  helping 
the  United  Nations? 

As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  if  they  need 
this  wheat,  let  us  do  as  we  did  with 
India,  let  us  lend  it  to  them,  because 
they  say  they  need  only  30  percent  to 
give  away.  If  you  want  it  to  go  to  char¬ 
ity,  give  them  30  percent  of  this.  If  you 
want  to  keep  the  Pakistan  Government 
up,  you  can  do  that,  but  I  for  one  am 
not  in  favor  of  doing  it. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  hope  this  motion  will 
be  agreed  to,  that  we  will  strike  out  all 
after  the  enacting  clause,  because  I  am 
sincere  in  hoping  that  this  Congress  will 
get  back  to  normalcy  and  get  back  to 
the  American  way  of  life  and  quit  giving 
the  American  taxpayers’  money  away. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  think  this  subject 
has  been  pretty  well  covered.  I  want 
to  point  out,  however,  that  this  is  not 
merely  an  effort  to  give  away  some 
wheat.  It  is  a  part  of  our  foreign  policy, 
and  if  that  policy  means  anything  at 
all,  it  means  strengthening  our  allies 
and  building  them  up  so  that  they  will 
be  strong  and  able  to  be  of  assistance  to 
us,  if  we  need  them.  All  of  the  evidence 
which  was  before  the  committee  was  to 
the  effect  that  Pakistan  is  today  facing 
food  shortages  and  starvation.  Wheat 
constitutes  almost  two-thirds  of  the  nor¬ 
mal  diet  of  the  people  of  Pakistan.  This 
year  they  are  in  the  second  year  of  fam¬ 
ine,  and  their  crop  is  only  about  two- 
thirds  of  the  amount  that  is  necessary 
to  sustain  their  population.  The  people 
of  Pakistan  were  able  last  year  in  the 
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face  of  a  serious  drought  that  con¬ 
fronted  them,  to  secure  some  wheat 
from  other  nations.  We  loaned  then 
$15  million  for  that  purpose.  Further¬ 
more,  their  wheat  deficit  was  not  as  great 
at  that  time  as  it  is  this  year.  But  this 
year  they  are  confronted  with  the  situ¬ 
ation  where  they  do  not  have  the  foreign 
exchange  in  dollars  or  sterling  to  pur¬ 
chase  wheat.  They  do  not  have  the 
necessary  shipping  with  which  to  trans¬ 
port  it.  They  have  asked  us  in  a  dig¬ 
nified  way  to  make  available  to  them 
certain  amounts  of  wheat  and  it  has 
been  the  decision  of  our  President  and 
the  Department  of  State  after  careful 
investigation  that  we  should  meet  that 
request  made  to  us  by  a  friendly  nation ; 
an  ally.  That  is  all  that  is  involved 
here  today.  It  is  a  matter  of  givipg 
away  a  surplus  which  we  have  in  this 
country,  to  a  country  which  needs  it.  I 
do  not  know  of  any  better  way  to  use  our 
surpluses  than  to  give  them  to  people 
who  are  hungry.  I  can  think  of  nothing 
that  will  bring  down  upon  us  the  con¬ 
demnation  of  the  world  to  a  greater 
extent  than  to  have  food  spoiling  in  this 
country  while  people  are  going  hungry 
in  other  parts  of  the  world. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Ten¬ 
nessee  [Mr.  Sutton] 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  on  that 
I  demand  tellers. 

Tellers  were  refused. 

The  motion  was  rejected. 

Mr.  BONNER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Bonner:  On 
page  2,  line  6,  strike  out  the  period  and  in¬ 
sert  a  colon  and  the  following:  " Provided , 
however.  That  the  wheat  herein  given  Pak¬ 
istan  on  reaching  that  country  shall  be 
processed  or  packed  in  5  or  10  pound  con¬ 
tainers  clearly  marked  'Gift  of  the  U.  S.  A.’ 
and  distributed  to  the  needy  citizens  of 
Pakistan  through  a  Pakistan  agency  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  American  Ambassador.” 

Mr.  BONNER.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
amendment  is  clear  and  understandable 
to  all.  It  has  been  my  opportunity  to 
go  with  certain  committees  visiting  Eu¬ 
ropean  countries  whom  we  have  been 
aiding.  I  was  terribly  disappointed  and 
surprised  to  see  charitable  gifts  sent  by 
this  Government  with  no  marking  and 
no  understanding  that  this  Government 
was  giving  the  aid.  The  point  here  is 
to  let  the  rank  and  file  of  the  people 
know  that  the  American  Government 
and  the  American  people  are  interested 
in  them,  interested  in  their  plight,  in¬ 
terested  in  their  suffering,  and  desire 
to  do  something  about  it.  Heretofore, 
many  of  our  gifts  of  this  kind  have  been 
received  by  countries,  processed  by  them 
and  sold  to  the  people.  I  believe  this 
amendment  puts  the  spark  in  the  bill 
and  takes  it  to  the  very  point  that  has 
been  discussed  so  often  and  so  much 
here  today;  giving  it  to  hungry  people, 
giving  it  to  needy  people,  and  seeing 
that  it  gets  to  the  people  without  cost 
and  without  profit  to  some  intermediary. 

I  cannot  understand  why  in  any  way 
that  would  be  embarrassing  to  the  Pak¬ 
istan  Government;  why  in  any  way  we, 
as  American  people,  would  not  have  the 
right  to  send  that  message  to  the  Pak¬ 


istan  people,  that  we  are  doing  this  for 
needy  people;  that  we  recognize  that  we 
should  do  it. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  BONNER.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  am  sure  the  gentle¬ 
man  realizes  that  all  of  this  wheat  cer¬ 
tainly  will  not  go  to  needy  people.  It 
is  contemplated  that  only  a  small  part 
of  it  will  go  to  needy  people.  The  rest 
of  it  will  be  sold. 

Mr.  BONNER.  The  entire  debate,  I 
will  say,  has  been  along  the  line  that 
the  reason  for  this  bill  is  that  people  are 
starving,  people  are  hungry,  and  need 
this.  Does  the  gentleman  mean  to  tell 
me  that  we  are  going  to  carry  out  the 
same  policy  of  sending  something  to  a 
nation,  letting  the  nation  sell  it  to 
processors,  and  letting  the  processors  sell 
it  to  the  people  whom  we  have  been  talk¬ 
ing  about? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  That  is  exactly  what  I 
am  saying;  and,  if  the  gentleman  will 
look  on  page  3  of  the  bill,  he  will  see  ex¬ 
actly  what  I  am  talking  about.  On  line 
6  we  did  strengthen  that  provision. 

Mr.  BONNER.  Then  I  will  say  to  the 
gentleman,  have  the  provision  apply  to 
that  part  of  the  wheat  that  they  are  go¬ 
ing  to  give  away. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Very  well;  I  see  the 
thought  the  gentleman  has  in  mind,  but 
I  would  like  to  call  his  attention  to  the 
language  in  the  bill  which  says,  “to  give 
full  and  continuous  publicity  in  Pak¬ 
istan  to  the  assistance  furnished  by  the 
people  of  the  United  States.” 

There  the  thought  is  to  differentiate 
between  the  people  and  the  Government 
of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BONNER.  The  intent  is  splendid, 
but  when  I  receive  a  Christmas  present 
I  usually  receive  a  little  note  with  it  from 
my  friend  who  sent  it,  and  I  appreciate 
it  so  much  more  than  I  would  to  just 
receive  a  package  from  some  person  and 
not  know  from  whom  it  was  sent. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Some  member  of  the 
committee  wanted  to  strike  out  that  pro¬ 
vision  because  he  thought  we  should  not 
be  bragging  about  this. 

Mr.  BONNER.  We  are  not  bragging 
about  this  one  iota.  I  do  not  want  to  do 
anything  to  hurt  this  bill.  I  am  inter¬ 
ested  in  seeing  some  of  our  surplus  go 
to  the  people  who  need  it. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  If  we  are  not  going  to 
let  the  people  of  Pakistan  know  the 
donor’s  name,  we  might  as  well  put  a 
picture  of  Santa  Claus  on  it  and  send 
this  over  to  them. 

Mr.  BONNER.  In  the  bill  you  have 
the  language,  but  the  person  receiving 
it  will  not  know  that  this  is  a  gracious 
gift  from  the  people  who  are  interested 
in  them. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  The  gentleman  must 
realize  that  this  would  involve  a  substan¬ 
tial  cost. 

Mi’.  BONNER.  If  they  give  this  wheat 
to  the  people  in  Pakistan,  they  have  got 
to  put  it  in  some  sort  of  container.  They 
cannot  give  a  person  10  pounds  of  grain 
in  his  hand.  It  has  got  to  be  put  in  a  bag 
or  a  box  or  in  something  else. 

I  just  think  that  this  will  appeal  to 
the  membership  of  this  House,  but  if  it 
does  not,  that  is  perfectly  all  right.  But 


I  think  it  is  only  fair  and  proper  to  let 
the  peoples  of  the  world  know  that  we 
are  doing  this,  that  we  are  sorry  for  their 
plight.  We  are  not  bragging  about  it 
at  all,  but  we  have  this  gracious  gift  to 
give  them  and  we  want  to  see  that  it  gets 
to  the  people  who  need  it. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield?  ' 

Mr.  BONNER.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  I  would  like  to 
support  the  gentleman’s  amendment.  I 
think  it  is  sound.  I  was  on  his  commit¬ 
tee  when  we  found  many  instances  where 
people  did  not  know  from  whom  these 
things  came.  I  think  if  the  gentleman 
would  strike  out  the  language  concern¬ 
ing  5  and  10  pounds,  and  let  them  pack¬ 
age  it  in  whatever  size  containers  they 
please,  I  should  go  along  with  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  BONNER.  I  will  agree  to  any 
sound  amendment  to  my  proposal. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  to  modify  my  amendment  by  strik¬ 
ing  out  the  words  “five  or  ten  pounds” 
and  changing  it  to  read; 

In  such  package  or  container  as  may  be 
deemed  advisable  by  the  agency  distributing 
the  wheat. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina? 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  no 
objection  to  the  gentleman’s  amendment 
if  it  is  in  some  form  so  we  can  under¬ 
stand  it,  but  I  object  to  it  in  the  present 
form. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Objection  is  heard. 

Mr.  HARVEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  first  of  all  to 
say  that  while  the  idea  has  a  great  deal 
of  merit  behind  it,  it  is  impractical.  A 
great  deal  of  this  wheat  will  become  a 
storage  problem.  I  think  it  should  be 
recognized  that  of  the  1  million  tons, 
30  percent,  or  300,000  tons,  are  to  be 
placed  in  storage  over  there  as  a  sort  of 
backlog  for  future  needs,  and  it  will  be 
necessary  to  store  it  for  a  period  varying 
from  several  days  to  several  months  in 
storage  facilities.  The  committee  went 
into  that  very  thoroughly.  It  will  need 
to  be  stored  in  bulk  over  there. 

The  people  of  Pakistan  use  whole 
wheat;  they  do  not  buy  it  ground  as  we 
do  here;  they  use  it  whole;  they  take 
it  directly  into  their  homes  where  it  is 
cracked  or  crushed.  They  use  whole 
wheat  and  little  else,  and  it  is  distributed 
through  village  centers.  The  committee 
had  every  assurance  that  this  wheat 
would  be  properly  labeled  and  the  in¬ 
formation  as  to  its  source  would  be  prop¬ 
erly  relayed  to  the  people.  Let  me  inter¬ 
ject  right  here  that  in  Pakistan  a  great 
deal  of  it  will  have  to  be  done  by  word 
of  mouth;  but  the  donor  will  be  properly 
identified,  we  will  be  given  proper  credit. 

Much  as  I  am  in  favor  of  the  idea  I 
feel  that -it  is  impractical  and  I  think 
the  committee  should  reject  the  pro¬ 
posal. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HARVEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  The  gentleman 
will  admit  that  when  he  was  on  the  com- 
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mittee  with  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  [Mr.  Bonner]  and  myself,  we 
did  find  many  instances  where  the  people 
did  not  know  that  the  United  States  had 
anything  to  do  with  the  aid  they  were 
getting.  The  gentleman  will  recall  that. 

Mr.  HARVEY.  I  agree  with  the  gen¬ 
tleman.  That  was  in  Europe.  It  is  my 
belief — I  have  not  visited  in  Pakistan, 
but  I  was  in  the  Far  East  last  fall — that 
the  condition  he  complains  of  in  Europe 
will  not  prevail  in  Pakistan. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  If  the  gentleman 
will  yield  further,  I  feel  that  while  we 
may  not  need  to  be  as  careful  in  Pakistan 
as  we  may  have  had  to  be  with  UNICEF 
in  Poland  or  Czechoslovakia  or  Yugo¬ 
slavia — and  we  did  send  aid  there,  and 
the  Communist  governments  sort  of  mis¬ 
represented  and  the  people  thought  they 
were  getting  it  from  their  Communist 
overlords  in  some  instances,  but  I  do  not 
think  it  would  do  any  harm  if  there  were 
some  way  to  get  our  message  across  by 
the  printed  word  on  a  container.  It 
would  not  hurt  our  international  rela¬ 
tions  at  all. 

Mr.  HARVEY.  I  may  say  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  and  repeat  what  I  said  before, 
that  I  feel  that  there  is  no  doubt  that 
the  United  States  should  be  given  credit 
for  their  generosity.  I  believe,  however, 
that  the  type  of  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  will 
not  achieve  that  purpose  and  will  not 
only  enormously  complicate  the  task  of 
our  agencies  over  there  working  with  the 
Pakistan  Government,  but  will  also  in¬ 
crease  the  cost  unnecessarily. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise 
in  support  of  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  as  one  Member  of  the 
House  who,  along  with  many  others,  has 
been  vitally  interested  in  the  farm  pro¬ 
gram,  I  am  somewhat  disturbed  at  the 
course  followed  here.  I  am  afraid  of 
starting  off  with  what  might  appear  to 
be  a  gift  of  a  considerable  amount  of 
wheat,  the  production  of  which  has  had 
Government  price  support,  because  I  do 
not  want  this  type  of  action  to  become 
a  part  of  any  long-range  farm  program; 
to  overproduce  and  give  away  what  you 
produce.  I  believe  firm  price  supports 
of  basic  commodities  is  highly  essential 
under  present  conditions,  but  I  also  know 
we  cannot  maintain  such  supports  un¬ 
less  we  restrain  ourselves  from  over¬ 
production.  However,  it  is  not  intended 
here  to  underwrite  overproduction.  I 
have  therefore  concluded  that  we  should 
support  this  measure.  If  we  are  to  help 
the  people  of  this  country  who  are  now 
in  distress,  I  think  the  proposal  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina 
should  be  adopted  so  the  people  we  are 
to  help  will  know  we  did  help  them. 

I  would  like  to  point  out  why,  in  my 
opinion,  we  should  go  along  with  the 
bill  as  written  with  this  amendment.  In 
the  first  place,  during  World  War  II,  and 
for  a  time  afterward,  most  of  us  in  this 
House  went  along  with  a  foreign-aid 
program  because  we  felt  it  was  abso¬ 
lutely  essential,  though  even  then,  in 
many  respects,  I  thought  we  were  not 
handling  the  problem  in  the  best  way. 
I  supported  the  Turkish-Greek  loan. 
After  that  many  of  us  came  to  the  con¬ 
clusion  that  we  had  not  handled  this  pro¬ 


gram  in  the  right  way  and  have  opposed 
such  programs  since.  Last  week,  once 
again  a  majority  of  this  House  provided 
for  another  year  of  foreign  economic  aid. 

In  that  program,  I  have  believed  we 
should  not  have  provided  money.  I 
have  thought  that  we  should  help  for¬ 
eign  countries  in  a  way  that  we  could 
afford,  which  heretofore  we  have  not 
done.  In  this  bill  we  do  what  we  can 
afford,  for  this  wheat  is  surplus  to  our 
needs.  Why  do  we  have  it?  The 
American  farmers  were  asked  to  pro¬ 
duce  it  for  national  defense.  Our  farm¬ 
ers  are  the  only  segment  of  our  economy 
that  we  have  asked  to  produce  far  be¬ 
yond  normal  needs  for  the  security  of 
this  country.  With  farmers  there  was 
no  firm  contract  to  take  what  they  pro¬ 
duced  and  no  assurance  that  they  were 
going  to  get  even  cost  of  production,  but 
there  has  been  a  support  price  of  90  per¬ 
cent  of  the  comparative  purchasing 
power  they  had  in  1909-14.  Answering 
the  call  of  our  country  the  farmers  have 
produced  far  beyond  what  we  normally 
use.  That  is  the  reason  we  have  these 
surpluses.  However,  even  here,  on  all 
farm  commodities  our  national  invest¬ 
ment  is  only  a  few  billions  of  dollars  as 
compared  with  $129  billion  of  expendi¬ 
tures  for  military  preparedness. 

Now,  having  these  surpluses,  this  is 
one  way  that  we  can  afford  to  help 
foreign  countries. 

Another  mistake,  as  I  see  it,  in  our 
foreign-aid  program  has  been  this: 
When  we  went  beyond  the  gift  of  things 
that  we  have  in  abundance,  we  should 
have  helped  by  an  extension  of  credit  to 
rehabilitate  such  country  through  the 
Export-Import  Bank  where,  as  we  ex¬ 
tended  that  credit,  we  could  have  con¬ 
trolled  the  use  of  our  money  toward 
really  rehabilitating  those  countries  in¬ 
stead  of  granting  funds  many  times  to 
be  spent  as  they  wished. 

Instead  of  extending  such  credit,  too 
frequently  we  have  been  giving  them  the 
money  and  in  many  instances  since 
World  War  II  those  countries  have  used 
our  money  to  buy  from  us  things  which 
were  in  short  supply  and  which  did  very 
little  to  rehabilitate  those  countries.  In 
this  instance  we  are  doing  what  we  can 
well  afford  to  do.  We  have  the  wheat 
and  we  do  not  need  it.  Again,  the  rea¬ 
son  we  have  it  is  because  we  have  gotten 
our  farmers  to  produce  beyond  our  needs 
in  the  name  of  national  security  with¬ 
out  any  firm  contract  or  any  assurance 
of  cost  of  production. 

I  opposed  the  economic  aid  provisions 
of  the  bill  passed  last  week,  however  it 
was  passed.  We  are  committed  to  it. 
Now  if  we  do  pass  this  bill  or  similar 
measures  of  this  kind,  when  the  appro¬ 
priation  bill  from  the  Appropriations 
Committee  reaches  the  floor  we  should 
take  such  gifts  into  consideration  and 
we  should  reduce  the  amount  of  money 
appropriated.  Also,  if  we  are  going  to 
furnish  this  wheat  to  Pakistan  out  of  the 
charity  of  our  hearts,  out  of  a  feeling  of 
sympathy  for  these  people,  if  we  are 
going  to  do  it  for  the  peoples  of  other 
countries,  certainly  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina  is  sound.  Heretofore  it  has 
been  a  common  and  usual  practice  in 


foreign-aid  programs  that  the  money 
has  been  used  to  purchase  commodities 
which  in  turn  have  been  sold  by  the 
local  governments  to  the  people  for  high 
prices  in  numerous  instances  without 
the  people  themselves  knowing  even 
where  it  came  from  and  with  a  feeling 
on  the  part  of  many  people  who  did 
know  that  the  American  Government, 
the  United  States  of  America,  was  mak¬ 
ing  a  financial  profit  out  of  it  and  that 
there  was  really  no  charity  involved  in 
it.  There  is  one  way  and  one  way  only 
to  let  the  people  know,  and  that  is  to 
mark  it  clearly  on  the  package  “gift.” 

I  think  the  gentleman’s  amendment 
should  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HARVEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mi'.  WHITTEN.  I  yield  to  my  friend, 
the  gentleman  from  Indiana. 

Mr.  HARVEY.  Does  the  gentleman 
have  any  estimate  of  what  the  probable 
cost  would  be  to  package  this  wheat  in 
5-  or  10-pound  packages? 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  understand  an 
amendment  will  be  offered  to  change 
that  provision  on  type  of  packages. 
However,  having  passed  last  week  an 
authorization  for  approximately  $5  bil¬ 
lion  in  foreign  aid,  against  my  vote  I  may 
say,  and  now  that  you  are  providing  that 
this  wheat  shall  be  hauled  in  American 
ships  at  much  higher  costs,jand  in  view  of 
the  huge  foreign-aid  program  that  we 
have  heretofore  indulged  in,  while  I  have 
the  highest  regard  for  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana,  if  the  cost  of  a  penny  post¬ 
card  in  a  sign  on  the  package  will  give  to 
the  American  people  proper  credit,  it  ill 
behooves  anyone  to  raise  a  question  at 
this  time  as  to  what  such  minor  cost  will 
be. 

Mi’.  HARVEY.  I  think  the  gentleman 
will  find  it  will  cost  at  least  $20  million 
to  do  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  has  expired. 

Mr.  BONNER.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  I  may  modify 
my  amendment  and  that  the  Clerk  read 
it  as  modified. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Bonner:  On 
page  2,  line  6,  strike  out  the  period  and  in¬ 
sert  a  colon  and  the  following:  " Provided , 
however.  That  the  wheat  herein  given  Paki¬ 
stan,  whenever  distributed  on  reaching  that 
country,  shall  be  processed  or  packed  in  con¬ 
tainers  clearly  marked  ‘Gift  of  the  U.  S.  A.' 
and  distributed  to  needy  citizens  of  Pakistan 
through  a  Pakistan  agency  approved  by  the 
American  Ambassador.” 

(Mr.  GROSS  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  revise  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks.  ) 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  good  old  give-away 
merry-go-round  is  about  to  go  into  op¬ 
eration  again  this  afternoon. 

Yesterday  the  distinguished  majority 
floor  leader,  the  gentleman  from  Indiana 
[Mr.  Halleck]  took  the  floor  to  make  an 
appeal  for  the  passage  of  this  legislation. 

When  the  wheat  for  India  bill  was  be¬ 
fore  the  House  on  May  23, 1951,  the  gen- 
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tleman  from  Indiana  also  spoke  on  that 
measure — page  5761  of  the  Record — and 
I  should  like  to  quote  briefly  from  his 
remarks  at  that  time,  as  follows: 

We  want  to  help  people  who  need  food,  but 
we  must  recognize  that  America  is  not  a  bot¬ 
tomless  barrel  to  be  tapped  by  everybody  at 
any  time  or  for  any  sort  of  purpose  that 
might  strike  somebody’s  fancy.  We  must 
recognize,  as  I  see  it,  that  as  we  go  along 
helping  other  people  we  ought  to  try  to  get 
them  to  help  us  as  much  as  they  can, 
whether  it  is  fighting  in  Korea  or  getting  the 
materials  we  need  here  at  home  to  maintain 
ourselves,  making  it  possible  for  us  to  go  on 
trying  to  be  a  potential  force  in  the  world  to 
help  free  peoples  who  look  to  us  for  guidance 
and  support. 

I  laud  the  gentleman;  I  did  2  years 
ago,  for  that  statement.  I  laud  him  for 
that  statement  today. 

How  has  India  voted  in  the  United 
Nations?  I  should  like  to  have  a  com¬ 
pilation  of  the  number  of  votes  that  have 
cast  against  the  United  States  in  the 
United  Nations  in  the  last  2  years.  What 
is  the  United  Nations  doing  to  provide 
wheat  for  this  famine  stricken  area,  if 
it  is  a  famine  stricken  area,  and  how 
many  troops — the  question  raised  by  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee — has  Pakis¬ 
tan  or  India  provided  for  the  war  in 
Korea? 

Here  is  a  publication  from  the  United 
Nations  giving  the  percentage  of  con¬ 
tributions  by  nations  in  the  United  Na¬ 
tions  of  combat  troops,  and  your  bifocals 
are  better  than  mine  if  you  find  India 
or  Pakistan  having  contributed  a  single 
combat  soldier  to  Korea. 

Now  then,  the  gentleman  from  Min¬ 
nesota  [Mr.  Judd],  yesterday,  raised  a 
plaintive  cry  about  the  financial  condi¬ 
tion  of  Pakistan.  Here  is  a  copy  of 
Pakistan  Affairs,  published  by  the  Pakis¬ 
tan  Embassy  in  Washington.  I  assume 
every  Member  of  the  House  got  one  of 
them.  I  saved  mine.  It  is  dated  April 
1,  1953,  and  is  headed  “Pakistan’s  Sixth 
Surplus  Budget.” 

The  article  says  in  part: 

The  honorable  Mr.  Mohamad  All,  Pakis¬ 
tan’s  Finance  Minister,  presented  his  coun¬ 
try’s  sixth  surplus  budget  to  Parliament  in 
Karachi  on  March  14,  1953. 

Here  is  another  copy  of  Pakistan  Af¬ 
fairs,  dated  April  15,  1953,  and  headed 
“Pakistan’s  Five  Astonishing  Years.”  In 
this  article  the  New  York  Times  com¬ 
ments  on  the  excellent  financial  situa¬ 
tion  of  Pakistan.  Is  anyone  bragging 
about  the  fine  financial  situation  of  the 
United  States? 

Now  then,  I  would  like  to  call  your  at¬ 
tention  to  something  else.  I  call  your 
attention  to  a  report  a  few  days  ago  by 
Attorney  General  Brownell  who  said 
that  in  1951  a  gentleman  by  the  name  of 
Dean  Acheson,  or  rather,  his  law  firm — 
I  want  to  correct  that —  his  law  firm  in 
Washington  collected  nearly  $127,000 
for  legal  fees  for  representing  the  Pakis¬ 
tan  Government  in  Washington.  I 
wonder,  Mr.  Judd,  how  the  Acheson  law 
firm  in  Washington  was  paid  in  1951, 
the  same  year  we  were  giving  India  $190 
million  worth  of  wheat.  I  wonder  if  the 
Acheson  law  firm  was  paid  in  Indian 
rupees,  or  dollars.  I  did  not  discover 
any  rupees  in  circulation  in  Washington 
in  1951. 


Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the 
gentleman  will  yield,  is  the  gentleman 
talking  about  India  or  Pakistan? 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  am  talking  about  Pak¬ 
istan. 

Mr.  JUDD.  We  did  not  give  any 
wheat  to  Pakistan  in  1951. 

Mr.  GROSS.  No;  but  you  say  that 
Pakistan  cannot  pay  us  either  for  the 
wheat  or  transportation  as  proposed 
here. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  would  like  to  follow 
through  on  the  gentleman’s  remarks. 

Mr.  GROSS.  You  are  going  to  give 
Pakistan  some  wheat  here  and  you  say 
they  have  nothing  to  pay  for  it. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Let  us  talk  about  what 
the  gentleman  said  about  me,  and  about 
Mr.  Acheson  getting  some  money  from 
Pakistan.  The  gentleman  asked,  What 
were  they  paying  in  return  for  the  wheat 
we  sent  them? 

Mr.  GROSS.  You  said  Pakistan  can¬ 
not  afford  to  pay. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Is  the  gentleman  sure  he 
is  talking  about  Pakistan  or  India?  I 
want  to  make  sure  about  that. 

Mr.  GROSS.  I  stated  that  the  Ache¬ 
son  law  firm  represented  Pakistan  in 
1951,  and  for  that  representation  drew 
$127,000. 

Mr.  JUDD.  The  gentleman  also  said 
that  we  sent  them  $190  million  in  1951, 
which  is  not  the  case.  In  1951  the  Pak¬ 
istan  Government  had  some  foreign  ex¬ 
change.  They  were  selling  jute  and 
they  were  selling  cotton.  As  the  gentle¬ 
man  knows,  the  world  price  of  those 
commodities  has  dropped  60  percent. 

Mr.  GROSS.  And  they  are  still  sell¬ 
ing  it. 

Mr.  JUDD.  No;  they  exhausted  their 
foreign  exchange,  as  I  tried  to  point  out 
yesterday,  in  importing  800,000  tons  of 
wheat  last  year.  They  did  not  ask  for 
any  foreign  aid  or  loans  or  anything  else 
as  long  as  they  had  reserves.  They  do 
not  have  any  reserves  now. 

Mr.  GROSS.  In  1952  they  paid  the 
Acheson  law  firm  nearly  $68,000. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  do  not  know  about  that, 
but  they  imported  800,000  tons  of  wheat 
last  year  and  paid  for  it. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Yes;  and  they  allegedly 
had  a  famine  in  Pakistan  last  year.  If 
they  could  find  the  funds  to  pay  the 
Acheson  law  firm,  they  have  money. 
Let  them  buy  this  wheat. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  requisite  number 
of  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  to  support  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Bonner],  but 
before  I  talk  about  that  I  would  like  to 
ask  my  good  friend  from  Iowa  not  to  be 
too  hard  on  the  majority  leader.  I  like 
the  majority  leader,  and  he  is  trying  to 
do  his  job.  He  is  working  under  diffi¬ 
culties.  I  heard  someone  here  today  say 
that  last  fall  the  President  said  he  was 
in  favor  of  things  like  TVA,  that  they 
had  done  great  good  for  the  country. 
Last  week  he  said  it  is  creeping  socialism. 
The  thing  you  have  to  know  is,  What 
does  he  think  about  it  today?  The  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  Halleck]  is 
under  that  difficulty,  too.  He  is  trying 
to  follow  the  gyrations  down  there,  and 
he  is  working  under  difficulties.  I  give 


him  credit.  He  is  trying  to  do  his  job. 

Mr.  GROSS.  If  the  gentleman  had 
followed  my  statement  he  should  know 
I  was  not  being  hard  on  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana.  I  lauded  his  statement. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  The  gentleman  is 
sympathetic  with  him  like  I  am,  I  think. 

Mr.  OLIVER  P.  BOLTON.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  I  yield  to  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  OLIVER  P.  BOLTON.  Is  the  gen¬ 
tleman  in  favor  of  the  bill? 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  I  am  in  favor  of 
the  bill  and  I  am  in  favor  of  the  amend¬ 
ment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina.  I  would  like  to  elab¬ 
orate  on  that  and  get  a  little  bit  serious. 

I  happen  to  be  on  a  committee  of 
which  the  gentleman  from  North  Caro¬ 
lina  was  chairman  in  1949,  and  believe 
it  or  not,  in  1949  we  were  giving  aid  to 
such  nations  as  Poland,  Czechoslovakia, 
and  Yugoslavia  in  the  form  of  assistance 
to  the  United  Nations  Children’s  Emer¬ 
gency  Fund.  This  committee  was  able 
to  get  behind  the  Iron  Curtain  and  take 
a  look  at  some  of  those  operations.  In 
some  of  these  countries  they  were  giving 
these  children  milk,  all  right,  but  they 
were  convincing  them  through  propa¬ 
ganda  that  they  would  not  have  gotten 
the  milk  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  Com¬ 
munist  government  in  that  country ;  that 
the  great  glory  of  the  Communist  gov¬ 
ernment  was  that  they  were  able  to  pro¬ 
cure  milk  for  them.  They  did  not  tell 
them  where  it  came  from. 

I  visited  a  schoolroom  in  one  of  those 
countries  in  which  the  kids  got  up  when 
they  got  their  milk  and  sang  a  little 
song  in  which  they  praised  the  Commu¬ 
nist  leader  of  that  country  for  provid¬ 
ing  the  milk  for  them.  I  made  some  re¬ 
marks  about  that  the  next  year  and  I 
was  criticized  for  being  against  hungry 
children.  I  am  not  against  hungry 
children.  I  am  not  against  giving  this 
wheat  to  Pakistan.  I  think  we  ought 
to  give  it  to  them.  I  do  not  think  we 
ought  to  pat  ourselves  on  the  back  too 
much  when  we  do  it  and  talk  about  how 
charitable  we  are. 

When  you  get  right  down  to  it,  it  is 
either  give  it  to  them  or  let  the  weevils 
eat  it  up.  Right  in  Kansas  now,  or 
the  States  just  south  of  Kansas,  they 
are  storing  wheat  on  the  ground  in  the 
open.  How  long  is  that  wheat  going  to 
be  usable?  I  am  in  favor  of  giving  it 
to  them.  Certainly  no  nation  could 
justify  letting  wheat  lie  out  in  the 
weather,  in  the  storms,  the  sun,  and  the 
rain,  and  spoil,  while  people  wrere  going 
hungry.  But  let  us  not  get  too  self- 
righteous  about  it. 

I  think  the  gentleman’s  amendment 
makes  sense,  because  if  we  are  going 
to  create  good  will  for  the  United  States 
we  are  not  going  to  do  it  with  some 
government  that  may  be  changed  to¬ 
morrow,  we  are  not  going  to  do  it  with 
the  leaders  of  the  country;  where  you 
breed  good  will  is  when  you  get  the  good 
will  of  the  people  of  the  country,  the 
average  man  and  woman.  I  want  to 
say  further  in  answer  to  the  argument 
that  it  is  going  to  cost  too  much  that 
this  wheat  is  going  to  have  to  be  pack¬ 
aged.  As  the  gentleman  said,  they  can- 
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not  come  and  get  it  in  their  two  hands. 
I  do  not  know  if  they  will  put  it  in  paper 
bags,  cotton  bags,  jute  bags,  barrels,  or 
what,  but  whatever  the  put  it  in,  it  is 
going  to  cost  a  very  negligible  amount 
of  money  to  stamp  on  those  containers 
“This  is  given  through  the  generosity  of 
the  people  of  the  United  States”  or  words 
of  similar  import.  I  think  it  will  do 
more  for  international  relations  with  a 
program  like  that  than  you  would  with 
a  lot  of  programs  that  we  have  voted  on. 
I  might  say  a  little  facetiously,  it  will 
do  a  lot  for  weevil  control  by  getting 
this  wheat  out  of  the  country  so  that 
the  weevils  will  not  have  a  place  to  live 
and  eat. 

Mr.  HARVEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HARVEY.  I  just  would  like  to 
say  I  think  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina,  in 
its  present  form,  is  a  great  improvement 
over  the  original  amendment.  I  think 
the  objections  which  I  voiced  to  it  in  its 
original  form  largely  have  been  elimi¬ 
nated  as  it  is  presently  constituted. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  I  appreciate  the 
gentleman’s  statement.  I  made  the 
suggestion  that  we  change  it  so  that  it 
would  be  acceptable  to  the  House. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  oppose 
this  amendment  for  three  main  reasons. 
First,  it  would  be  totally  impracticable 
and  would  make  almost  impossible  the 
effective  distribution  of  this  grain.  Sec¬ 
ond,  it  would  gx-eatly  increase  the  cost. 
Third,  it  is  not  necessary  as  a  means  of 
making  sure  the  people  of  Pakistan 
know  where  this  wheat  comes  from.  Let 
us  look  at  the  first  reason.  How  is  this 
grain  to  be  distributed?  Why,  it  is  put 
right  into  the  rationing  system  in  Paki¬ 
stan.  They  have  a  very  tight  rationing 
system,  trying  to  stretch  out  such  wheat 
as  they  have  in  order  to  make  sure  it  is 
equitably  distributed,  especially  to  the 
people  who  are  in  direst  need.  Besides, 
if  this  amendment  in  its  amended  form 
were  to  pass,  it  would  cost  more  money, 
not  less,  than  in  the  original  form  be¬ 
cause  apparently  the  wheat  would  have 
to  be  put  up  in  1-,  2-,  or  3-pound 
packages. 

Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JUDD.  Not  at  the  moment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  Library  of  Con¬ 
gress  yesterday  estimated  that  if  this 
wheat  were  to  be  packaged  in  100-pound 
bags,  it  would  cost  $7  million  more  dol¬ 
lars.  If  we  insist  it  be  put  up  in  1-pound 
or  2-pound  or  5-  or  10-pound  packages, 
how  much  more  would  that  cost?  We 
would  have  to  get  the  Library  of  Con¬ 
gress  to  find  out  how  many  additional 
millions  of  dollars  that  would  amount  to. 

Again,  consider  the  additional  cost  in 
manpower  which  it  would  involve.  It 
would  require  the  setting  up  of  a  whole 
bureaucracy  of  people  to  handle  all  this 
complicated  system  of  packages.  How 
would  they  do  it?  Would  each  person 
have  to  have  two  rationing  cards — one 
to  get  one  third  of  his  wheat  in  the 
packages  which  come  from  us,  and  an¬ 
other  to  get  the  two -thirds  of  his  wheat 
which  comes  from  their  own  supplies? 


Mr.  HAYS  of  Ohio.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  must  de¬ 
cline  to  yield  until  I  finish  my  statement, 
and  then  I  shall  be  glad  to  answer  the 
gentleman’s  question  if  I  can.  The  gen¬ 
tleman  had  5  minutes,  and  I  think  that 
is  as  much  time  as  I  am  supposed  to 
have. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  amendment  would 
not  only  greatly  increase  the  cost;  it 
would  greatly  increase  the  difficulty  of 
distribution.  It  would  be  an  almost  im¬ 
possible  extra  burden  for  a  country 
which  is  already  in  difficulty  because  of 
an  inadequacy  of  trained  civil  servants. 
This  Pakistan  Government  is  only  6 
years  old  for  the  sixth  largest  population 
in  the  world.  Think  what  it  would  in¬ 
volve  to  find  and  employ  enough  quali¬ 
fied  people  to  take  on  the  job  of  handling 
all  these  packages  outside  the  rationing 
system. 

The  way  it  will  be  handled  under  the 
committee  bill  is  that  the  wheat  is  land¬ 
ed  at  Karachi  and  sent  in  freight  cars 
to  larger  centers,  then  transported  in 
trucks  or  animal-drawn  carts  to  the 
smaller  centers  where  their  own  grain 
supply  is  being  rationed  out  to  the  peo¬ 
ple.  These  freight  cars  and  trucks  or 
other  vehicles,  whatever  they  are,  will 
be  labelled — or  so  it  was  done  in  India. 
The  wheat  distributed  out  to  the  villages 
in  wheelbarrows  or  on  the  back  of  don¬ 
keys  or  buffaloes,  is  also  marked.  It 
provides  in  the  bill  that  they  first  have  to 
enter  into  an  agreement  with  our  Gov¬ 
ernment  that  they  will  give  full  and 
continuous  publicity  to  the  assistance 
furnished  by  us,  and  that  our  people  can 
observe  without  restriction,  the  distribu¬ 
tion  of  this  wheat  in  Pakistan.  Actually 
this  amendment,  while  it  sounds  all 
right,  and  while  the  purpose  is  com¬ 
pletely  laudable,  will  be  recognized  as 
totally  impracticable  of  operation,  if  you 
examine  it  for  a  moment. 

Mr.  JAVITS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  just  so  that  I  may  point 
out  that  if  the  wheat  were  put  up  in  5- 
pound  packages,  it  would  amount  to  400 
million  bags?  That  is  what  we  are  talk¬ 
ing  about. 

Mr.  JUDD.  May  I  in  passing  mention 
another  point  of  confusion.  It  has  been 
stated  here  that  the  wheat  all  goes  to 
needy  people.  Then  somebody  has  ob¬ 
jected  it  does  not  all  go  to  poor  people. 
A  distinction  should  be  made  between 
the  word  “needy”  and  the  word  “poor.” 
It  all  goes  to  needy  people.  There  is  not 
enough  grain  to  go  around  in  Pakistan, 
so  they  all  need  grain.  But  a  lot  of  peo¬ 
ple  there — it  is  estimated  70  percent  of 
them  can  pay  for  it  in  their  own  cur¬ 
rency,  if  this  wheat  is  available.  They 
are  needy  in  the  sense  that  there  is  not 
enough  wheat  for  them,  but  not  poor  in 
the  sense  that  they  do  not  have  Pakistan 
currency  with  which  they  can  pay  under 
their  own  rationing  system. 

My  third  reason  against  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  that  it  is  not  necessary  in  order 
to  have  the  source  of  the  aid  known.  It 
has  been  said  that  the  people  in  some  of 
the  European  countries,  both  Western 
Europe  and  the  Communist  countries  in 
Eastern  Europe,  did  not  knov?  that  aid 


we  furnished  them  came  from  us.  That 
is  unquestionably  true.  I  hold  no  brief 
for  it  and  such  a  result  was  inexcusable. 
But  Pakistan’s  situation  is  very  different; 
it  is  not  like  some  of  the  countries  in 
Western  Europe  which  have  been  “top 
dogs’’  so  long  that  it  is  understandably 
difficult  for  them  to  have  to  admit  to 
their  people  that  they  are  compelled  to 
get  vast  assistance  from  the  United 
States  of  America.  That  is  a  matter 
of  their  pride,  which  “goeth  before  a  fall” 
and  lives  on  long  after  it. 

The  eastern  European  countries  are 
Communist  dominated.  Naturally  these 
satellite  governments  did  not  want  to 
have  their  people  know  that  their  grain 
or  other  aid  they  received  was  coming 
from  capitalistic,  or  even  free,  United 
States  of  America. 

These  provisions  might  have  been 
justified  in  dealing  with  those  countries!* 
But  Pakistan  is  a  country  that  is  eager 
to  let  every  one  of  its  people  know  by  our 
deeds  that  it  is  an  ally  of  the  United 
States  and  that  the  United  States  is 
standing  behind  it.  It  gains  strength 
thereby.  It  does  not  lose  prestige  or 
standing  with  its  people  by  being  as¬ 
sociated  with  the  United  States  of  Amer¬ 
ica.  I  assure  you  that  people  in  Asian 
countries,  even  though  without  our 
means  of  communication,  soon  know  by 
word  of  mouth  what  is  going  on,  even 
better  than  our  people  sometimes  do. 

We  do  not  have  to  try  to  buy  the  good¬ 
will  of  these  people.  We  have  their  good¬ 
will.  Let  us  not  be  so  foolish  as  to  go 
in  with  a  proposition  that  would  increase 
their  burdens  and  jeopardize  the  great 
goodwill  and  friendship  toward  our 
country  that  we  now  have  at  the  top,  in 
the  middle,  and  all  the  way  down  to  the 
poorest  and  neediest  people  in  Pakistan. 

I  hope  the  amendment  will  be  de¬ 
feated. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move  to 
strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  if  I  understood  the  gen¬ 
tleman’s  amendment  when  it  was  read, 
it  would  require  that  all  wheat  be  dis¬ 
tributed  free  of  charge.  Am  I  correct  in 
my  understanding? 

Mr.  BONNER.  If  the  gentleman  is 
yielding  to  me,  no;  that  portion  of  what 
we  are  sending  to  the  needy  people  be  so 
handled  in  this  way.  And  since  the  gen¬ 
tleman  has  yielded  to  me,  I  want  to  say 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Javits],  since  he  raised  this  point,  that 
the  amendment  now  reads  that  the  size 
of  the  packages  can  be  decided  upon 
after  the  wheat  gets  there.  Certainly 
it  is  reasonable  to  believe  that  we  ought 
to  sign  our  name  to  this  generous  gift  in 
some  way,  so  that  the  public  will  know 
something  about  it. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi. 

Mr,  WHITTEN.  I  would  like  to  know 
if  actually  all  this  wheat  is  not  a  gift 
insofar  as  the  United  States  of  America 
is  concerned ;  whether  the  country  which 
gets  the  wheat  in  turn  gives  it  to  the 
people  is  another  story.  But  to  put  it 
all  in  containers  labeled  “Gift  of  the 
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American  people”  would  be  factually 
honest,  would  it  not? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  am  just  trying  to  get 
an  interpretation  of  the  amendment  so 
we  will  understand  what  its  purpose  is. 
The  point  I  was  going  to  make  is  if  it 
is  contended  that  all  of  this  has  to  be 
given  to  the  people  and  none  of  it  can 
be  sold  that  would  utterly  destroy  the 
program  of  using  the  funds  for  which 
this  wheat  is  sold  to  build  up  the  agri¬ 
culture  of  Pakistan  so  this  calamity  will 
not  occur  again.  That  was  my  purpose 
in  asking  the  gentleman  whether  it  was 
intended  that  all  of  this  wheat  should 
be  given  away,  because  I  can  think  of 
no  greater  perversion  of  what  is  intended 
here  than  to  say  that  all  of  this  wheat 
must  be  given  away. 

Mr.  BONNER.  My  intent  is  only  to 
apply  this  amendment  to  that  portion 
that  will  be  given  in  charity  and  the 
balance  of  it  that  is  to  be  given  to  im¬ 
prove  the  economic  condition  of  the 
country  they  can  do  with  as  they  please. 

But  all  of  the  debate  here  has  been 
with  respect  to  the  needy  people,  the 
hungry  people,  that  portion  of  the  wheat 
that  you  are  going  to  give  to  the  needy 
and  the  hungry  people  and  the  people 
in  distress,  which  should  be  given  to 
them  in  this  way,  I  think.  Otherwise, 
let  us  hide  our  charity. 

Mr.  HOPE.  In  view  of  what  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Mississippi  [Mr.  WhiitenI 
has  said — and  I  think  there  is  a  great 
deal  in  what  he  has  said — why  does  the 
gentleman  want  to  differentiate  between 
that  which  is  distributed  free  of  charge 
and  that  for  which  the  people  pay,  be¬ 
cause,  after  all,  they  both  should  know 
where  it  comes  from,  should  they  not? 

Mr.  BONNER.  I  certainly  do  not  want 
them  to  sell  that  portion  which  we  in¬ 
tend  shall  go  to  charity,  to  the  needy 
people. 

Mr.  HOPE.  We  are  sending  it  to  them 
to  make  it  available  to  save  those  people 
from  starvation. 

Mr.  BONNER.  Somebody  is  going  to 
make  a  profit  on  it. 

Mr.  HOPE.  No;  no  one  is  going  to 
make  a  profit  on  it. 

Mr.  BONNER.  How  does  the  gentle¬ 
man  know? 

Mr.  HOPE.  It  is  going  to  be  sold  by 
the  Pakistan  Government  at  the  same 
rate  that  they  sell  the  wheat  that  they 
produce  in  Pakistan.  It  is  going  to  be 
rationed  in  exactly  the  same  way  as  they 
ration  their  own  wheat.  It  will  be  dis¬ 
tributed  through  their  ration  boards  and 
their  village  councils.  The  money  goes 
into  the  counterpart  fund  which  is  used 
to  build  up  the  agriculture  of  Pakistan. 

Mr.  BONNER.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BONNER.  I  have  great  respect 
for  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  and  I 
assure  him  that  there  is  no  desire  on  my 
part  to  confuse  the  bill.  I  am  for  the 
bill;  I  am  going  to  vote  for  it  with  or 
without  the  amendment,  but  I  do  hope 
that  the  amendment  in  regard  to  that 
portion  of  the  wheat  that  we  are  going 
to  give  away  will  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Notwithstanding  what 
the  gentleman  says,  and  I  know  he  has 
no  desire  to  confuse  the  bill,  his  amend¬ 
ment  does  have  that  effect. 


Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Does  the  gentleman 
recall  that  we  had  evidence  before  our 
committee  about  the  distribution  sys¬ 
tem  that  would  show  that  such  a  proposal 
as  this  would  not  be  practical  at  all? 

Mr.  HOPE.  All  the  evidence  we  have 
had  I  think  indicates  that  it  would  not  be 
practical. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  That  is  my  under¬ 
standing.  If  a  man  came  with  a  wheel¬ 
barrow  of  his  own  and  backed  up  to  the 
warehouse  for  some  of  this  wheat  would 
they  have  to  stop  and  package  it  and 
stamp  it  before  they  could  deliver  it  to 
him? 

Mr.  HOPE.  The  gentleman  is  exactly 
correct. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  BAILEY.  Let  me  remind  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Kansas  that  in  speaking 
against  my  amendment  some  minutes 
ago  the  gentleman  referred  to  Section 
416  of  the  Agriculture  Act  and  said  that 
it  provided  for  the  payment  of  transpor¬ 
tation  costs.  Now,  that  does  not  apply 
to  wheat;  it  applies  to  perishable.  Of 
course,  wheat  will  deteriorate,  but  it  is 
not  generally  considered  a  perishable 
article.  I  think  in  all  fairness,  since  the 
evident  impression  is  created  that  it  pro¬ 
vided  for  the  payment  of  transportation 
costs  on  such  things  as  wheat  that  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  should  in  an  ex¬ 
tension  of  remarks  set  out  section  416  in 
the  Record  so  there  will  remain  no  doubt 
as  to  what  the  law  actually  does  provide. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  has  expired. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  will  not  trespass  too 
long  on  your  patience,  but  I  do  want  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
fact  that  the  bill  itself  contains  provi¬ 
sions  which  I  think  are  adequate  with 
regard  to  publicity.  I,  of  course,  agree 
with  the  sentiment  expressed  by  my 
friend'  from  North  Carolina.  I  assume 
all  of  us  are  anxious  for  the  recipients 
to  know  the  name  of  the  donor  of  this 
great  gift,  to  wit,  the  American  people. 

In  the  committee  an  amendment  was 
offered  to  line  7,  so  amending  it  as  to 
include  the  word  “people,”  to  make  the 
provision  read: 

To  give  full  and  continuous  publicity  in 
Pakistan  to  the  assistance  furnished  by  the 
people  of  the  United  States. 

In  the  very  next  paragraph,  line  8, 
section  (c)  there  is  the  provision: 

To  permit  persons  designated  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  United  States  to  observe 
without  restriction  the  distribution  in  Pak¬ 
istan  of  supplies  made  available  under  au¬ 
thority  of  this  act. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  In  just  a  moment. 

Then  going  back  to  the  beginning  of 
section  23  I  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  agreement  contemplated  by  this 
act  will  be  entered  into  “by  the  President 
of  the  United  States  on  the  part  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States”;  and  in 
that  agreement  he  will  make  provision 


for  necessary  publicity  and  necessary 
supervision.  It  seems  to  me  it  would  be 
rather  cumbersome  to  require  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Pakistan  to  package  this 
wheat  in  packages  of  any  size  or  quan¬ 
tity. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Oklahoma. 

Mr.  ALBERT.  And  does  not  the  gen¬ 
tleman  remember  that  we  were  given 
assurances  by  Governor  Stassen  and 
Secretary  Dulles  both  that  that  provi¬ 
sion  would  be  carried  out? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  The  gentleman  is  en¬ 
tirely  correct. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  The  gentleman  will  re¬ 
call  that  when  we  had  UNRRA  we  were 
given  all  kinds  of  assurances  that  the 
generosity  of  the  American  people  would 
be  credited  for  our  efforts  to  help  un¬ 
fortunate  people.  Notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  we  poured  billions  of  dollars 
into  UNRRA,  every  country  on  the  globe 
got  credit  for  distribution  of  foodstuffs 
and  other  materials  to  the  poverty- 
stricken  of  the  war-torn  countries  of  the 
world  except  the  United  States.  Now, 
we  should  in  some  way — and  that  is  the 
argument  I  brought  up  here  when  we 
first  started  the  debate — insure  that 
America  should  be  credited  as  the  donor 
of  this  wheat  to  the  people  of  Pakistan. 
I  asked  how  the  wheat  was  to  be  distrib¬ 
uted  to  the  people,  the  poverty-stricken, 
hungry  people  of  Pakistan,  so  we  could 
be  certain  that  they  get  the  wheat  to  the 
people  for  whom  it  is  intended.  I  think 
that  the  gentleman’s  amendment  is 
right,  because  UNRRA  of  several  years 
ago  should  be  an  experience  to  us  of 
maladministration  of  our  materials  to 
war-torn  countries  of  the  world. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  agree  that  the  ob¬ 
jective  of  the  gentleman’s  amendment  is 
grand  and  laudable;  but  you  told  the 
people  last  November  you  were  going  to 
bring  about  a  change.  Are^you  not  will¬ 
ing  to  leave  this  up  to  the  President  in 
the  White  House  and  the  people  who 
will  help  him  administer  the  law? 

Mr.  GAVIN.  I  want  it  specifically 
written  into  the  bill  as  to  how  it  is  going 
to  be  distributed  and  who  is  going  to  get 
it. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Does  not  the  gentle¬ 
man  think  that  President  Eisenhower 
will  carry  out  this  proposal  in  a  proper 
manner? 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Certainly  I  have  every 
confidence  in  the  President.  I  am  for 
the  bill  and  I  shall  vote  for  the  bill  and 
I  want  the  record  to  show  that  we  want 
this  wheat  to  reach  the  hungry  people 
of  Pakistan. 

Mr.  VORYS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio. 

Mr.  VORYS.  My  estimate  would  be 
from  the  best  information  I  can  find 
that  probably  not  1  out  of  20  of  the  poor 
people,  the  ones  who  cannot  pay  at  all, 
can  read  at  all;  therefore  we  would  be 
doing  under  this  amendment  a  very 
beautiful  job  of  fancy  packaging  and 
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printing  for  people  who  could  not  read 
the  label  on  the  package.  It  seems  to  me 
that  there  must  be  other  means  of 
letting  those  people  who  cannot  read 
know  about  our  American  generosity 
rather  than  through  the  package  system 
which  might  work  fine  in  an  American 
community  but  will  not  work  at  all  where 
most  of  the  people  cannot  read  at  all. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Certainly  I  think  the 
people  will  be  intelligent  enough  to  un¬ 
derstand  that  this  wheat  is  coming  from 
Uncle  Sam  if  it  is  properly  packaged  and 
explained  to  them. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
the  pending  amendment  now  close. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Bonner]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  Bonner)  there 
were — ayes  52,  noes  108. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  FULTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Fulton  : 

Page  1,  line  8,  strike  out  the  words  “upon 
such  terms  and  conditions  as  the  President 
determines  appropriate”,  and  insert  these 
same  words  “upon  such  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  as  the  President  determines  appropri¬ 
ate”  at  the  end  of  line  10  on  page  1. 

Page  2,  line  4,  strike  out  the  period  and 
add  the  following:  “on  credit  terms  as  the 
President  may  determine,  including  pay¬ 
ment  by  transfer  to  the  United  States  (un¬ 
der  such  terms  and  in  such  quantities  as 
may  be  agreed  to  between  the  President  and 
the  Government  of  Pakistan)  of  materials 
required  by  the  United  States  as  a  result  of 
deficiencies,  actual  or  potential,  in  its  own 
resources,  for  the  purpose  that  as  far  as  the 
President  shall  determine  practicable  and 
possible  there  shall  be  obtained  for  the 
United  States  the  immediate  and  continu¬ 
ing  transfer  of  substantial  quantities  of 
such  materials,  particularly  those  found  to 
be  strategic  and  critical.” 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  Mr.  Chairman,  a 
point  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  gentleman  will 
state  it. 

Mr.  NICHOLSON.  I  make  the  point  of 
order  that  this  is  legislation  on  an  ap¬ 
propriation  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  would 
have  to  inform  the  gentleman  that  this 
is  not  an  appropriation  bill,  and  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Chair  the  amendment  is 
in  order. 

Mr.  FULTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  this 
amendment  is  for  the  purpose  of  con¬ 
forming  our  foreign  policy  in  respect  to 
Pakistan  to  the  existing  United  States 
policy  in  respect  to  India.  Under  the 
bill,  aid  is  provided  for  700,000  long  tons 
for  emergency  famine  relief.  Of  course 
that  should  be  given  to  Pakistan  by 
grant.  But  under  the  bill  there  is  a 
working  reserve  to  be  set  up  in  Pakistan 
of  300,000  long  tons  which  should  be 
sold  on  credit.  My  amendment  puts 
that  amount  on  credit  just  as  the  bill 
to  India  did  and  as  the  present  act  to 
India  now  provides.  Unless  we  have 
reason  for  distinguishing  between  this 


aid  to  Pakistan  and  the  Indian  aid,  we 
will  in  the  future  have  to  come  in  here 
and  relieve  India  of  $190  million  worth 
of  credit  that  has  been  given  to  them  on 
the  same  basis.  So  that  unless  this 
amendment  is  passed  it  will  be  a  cost  to 
the  United  States  taxpayers  later  on  the 
India  bill  of  $190  million. 

If  we  cannot  come  up  with  a  foreign 
aid  bill  that  fits  in  with  previous  policy 
in  an  area,  then  we  must  make  the  pres¬ 
ent  foreign  policy  as  represents  the 
other  country,  for  example,  India,  con¬ 
form.  There  is  no  doubt  that  Pakistan, 
for  6  years,  has  balanced  its  budget  and 
has  a  surplus,  which  is  more  than  this 
Government  has  been  able  to  accom¬ 
plish.  There  is  no  doubt,  likewise,  if 
Pakistan  cannot  pay  in  cash,  under  my 
amendment  she  can  pay  in  materials, 
and  preferably  strategic  materials,  if 
she  has  any.  In  the  India  aid  act  you 
will  find  this  same  provision  at  the  very 
beginning,  that  India  is  permitted  to 
pay  in  materials  and  resources  to  make 
up  our  United  States  deficiencies,  actual 
or  potential. 

To  me,  Pakistan  should  do  the  buying 
on  credit  for  any  amount  that  is  not  out¬ 
right  relief  for  famine  aid  but  is  simply 
to  be  put  in  their  own  granaries  and  in 
their  own  treasury  as  an  operating  fund 
to  operate  as  a  reserve  in  the  future. 
On  the  300,000  tons  for  reserve,  my 
amendment  states  that  the  President  in 
his  discretion  shall  sell  it  to  Pakistan 
under  credit  terms  with  the  right  to 
pay  either  in  money  or,  as  the  President 
shall  determine,  in  materials,  and  pref¬ 
erably  in  strategic  materials. 

In  addition,  if  this  amendment  passes, 
I  would  have  another  amendment  at  the 
end  of  the  bill,  just  as  we  had  it  for 
India,  which  is  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Fulton  :  Page  4, 
after  line  7,  insert : 

“Sec.  4.  (a)  Any  sums  payable  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Pakistan  under  the  terms  agreed 
to  between  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  and  the  Government  of  Pakistan  on 
or  before  January  1,  1959,  as  interest  or  prin¬ 
cipal  of  any  debt  incurred  under  this  act, 
and  not  to  exceed  a  total  of  $5  million,  shall, 
when  paid,  be  placed  in  a  special  deposit 
account  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States, 
notwithstanding  any  other  provisions  of  law, 
to  remain  available  until  expended.  This 
account  shall  be  available  to  the  Department 
of  State  for  the  following  uses: 

"(1)  Studies,  instruction,  technical  train¬ 
ing,  and  other  educational  activities  in  the 
United  States  and  in  its  Territories  or  pos¬ 
sessions  (A)  for  students,  professors,  other 
academic  persons,  and  technicians  who  are 
citizens  of  Pakistan,  and  (B)  with  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  appropriate  agencies,  institutions, 
or  organizations  in  Pakistan,  for  students, 
professors,  other  academic  persons,  and  tech¬ 
nicians  who  are  citizens  of  the  United  States 
to  participate  in  similar  activities  in  Pakis¬ 
tan,  including  in  both  cases  travel  expenses, 
tuition,  subsistence,  and  other  allowances 
and  expenses  incident  to  such  activities;  and 

“(2)  The  selection,  purchase,  and  ship¬ 
ment  of  (A)  American  scientific,  technical, 
and  scholarly  books  and  books  of  American 
literature  for  higher  educational  and  re¬ 
search  institutions  of  Pakistan;  (B)  Ameri¬ 
can  laboratory  and  technical  equipment  for 
higher  education  and  research  in  Pakistan; 
and  (C)  the  interchange  of  similar  materials 
and  equipment  from  Pakistan  for  higher 
education  and  research  in  the  United  States. 

“(b)  Funds  made  available  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  stated  above  may  be  used 


to  defray  costs  of  administering  the  program 
authorized  herein. 

“(c)  Disbursements  from  the  special  de¬ 
posit  account  shall  be  made  by  the  Division 
of  Disbursement  of  the  Treasury  Depart¬ 
ment,  upon  vouchers  duly  certified  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  or  by  authorized  certify¬ 
ing  officers  of  the  Department  of  State.” 

Renumber  remaining  sections  accordingly. 

This  amendment  states  that  $5  million 
worth  of  the  Pakistan  payments  to  the 
United  States  shall  be  used  for  student 
exchange,  technical  assistance,  and 
scientific  and  technical  books  of  that 
type.  Then  we  would  have  a  bill  that 
would  include  a  grant  for  famine  aid  of 
700,000  tons,  which  the  President  in  his 
discretion  may  give  to  them  as  a  grant. 
As  to  the  300,000  tons  which  are  pro¬ 
posed  for  the  working  reserves  within 
the  country,  they  should  be  sold  on  long¬ 
term  credits  are  over  a  period  of  years. 
Under  my  proposal,  we  are  not  making 
paupers  out  of  these  people,  we  are  let¬ 
ting  them  stand  on  their  own  feet.  In 
addition,  you  are  conforming  this  Paki¬ 
stan  bill  specifically  to  the  India  aid  bill. 
I  believe  this  is  necessary  in  order  to  save 
the  $190  million  that  will  have  to  be 
given  back  to  India  otherwise. 

Secondly,  in  this  particular  area, 
every  country  within  the  area  should  be 
treated  alike.  I  cannot  see  the  reason 
why,  if  we  treat  India  one  way,  we  do 
not  treat  Pakistan  the  same  way.  Many 
have  complained  of  certain  actions  by 
India,  but  for  example,  all  actions  of 
Pakistan  are  not  just  to  the  good.  May  I 
ask  this  committee,  has  this  committee 
committee  checked  on  the  number  of 
Pakistan  ships  that  have  been  trading 
with  Communist  China?  To  my  infor¬ 
mation,  Pakistan  has  sent  21  shiploads  of 
material  to  Communist  China  within  the 
past  year  or  so. 

Under  those  circumstances,  I  believe 
you  need  some  portion  of  this  wheat  to 
be  sent  on  credit,  so  that  the  Pakistan 
Government  will  have  some  responsibili¬ 
ties  too.  I  believe  we  still  need  some  hold 
on  them  more  than  simply  an  outright 
gift.  Just  as  I  said  on  Yugoslavia  earl¬ 
ier,  let  us  keep  a  little  hold  on  some  of 
these  things  we  are  doing.  Let  us  pro¬ 
vide  the  aid,  but  let  us  have  it  conform 
to  the  foreign  policy  right  straight 
through,  and  that  is  the  American  for¬ 
eign  policy  for  the  security  of  this 
country. 

It  is  surprising  to  me  to  find  myself 
voting  so  much  among  the  conservatives 
of  this  Congress  the  past  weeks  of  this 
session,  but  a  complete  give-away  pro¬ 
gram  is  too  much  for  me  to  take  in  the 
interests  of  the  hard  pressed  American 
taxpayer.  In  all  justice,  where  these 
foreign  countries  are  able  to  pay,  they 
should  pay  for  assistance,  rather  than 
throwing  the  entire  burden  on  our  United 
States  taxpayers.  Our  obligation  as 
Congressmen  in  this  session  is  to  balance 
the  budget,  and  start  to  reduce  taxes  as 
we  promised,  and  I  fully  intend  to  make 
my  word  good,  and  fulfill  such  campaign 
promises  in  honesty  and  good  faith. 

Mr.  POWELL.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
move  to  strike  out  the  requisite  number 
of  words. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in  support  of  the 
amendment  offered  by  my  colleague  from 
Pennsylvania.  Unless  I  am  misinformed 


7324 


CONGRESSIONAL  RECORD  —  HOUSE 


June  23 


by  him,  and  I  have  no  reason  to  judge 
that  on  the  basis  of  past  and  present  ex¬ 
perience,  his  amendment  merely  makes 
Pakistan  and  India  operate  under  the 
same  formula.  Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  FULTON.  As  to  the  aid  which  is 
not  outright  relief  aid  in  Pakistan  but 
is  for  their  reserve  requirements,  that 
is,  the  300,000  long  tons,  it  puts  India 
and  Pakistan  on  the  same  basis.  That 
is  correct. 

Mr.  POWELL.  I  think  this  amend¬ 
ment  therefore  is  elementary.  I  am  sure 
there  is  no  one  that  can  object  to  it. 
It  will,  as  pointed  out  by  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania,  come  back  to  haunt 
us  when  the  aid-to-India  bill  comes  up 
again. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Mr.  Chairman, 
will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POWELL.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  New  York. 

Mr.  McCORMACK.  Knowing  my  dis¬ 
tinguished  friend’s  mind  as  I  think  I  do 
and  to  some  extent  how  we  meet  with 
one  another  so  frequently  mentally,  may 
I  say  that  I  have  always  felt  that  we 
made  a  mistake  in  the  case  of  India. 
Why  should  we  make  another  mistake 
and  put  Pakistan  in  the  same  category? 
Why  not  bring  India  back  to  this  level? 

Mr.  POWELL.  If  my  distinguished 
minority  whip  can  get  the  acceptance  of 
the  majority  leader  to  the  proposal,  that 
when  the  India  bill  comes  up  we  will 
apply  to  India  the  formula  which  is 
now  written  into  this  bill,  I  am  sure 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Fulton]  and  I  will  agree.  But  we  have 
seen  too  many  agreements  broached  on 
this  floor  fail  to  come  up  at  some  future 
date. 

I  think  we  made  a  great  mistake. a  few 
minutes  ago  when  we  did  not  adopt  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina,  not  every  container 
should  be  labeled  “Gift  of  the  U.  S.  A.” 

We  have  another  amendment  coming 
up  from  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  Dorn]  that  this  grain  be 
distributed  by  the  American  Red  Cross 
and  the  Pakistan  Red  Cross.  I  am  in 
favor  of  that. 

We  might  as  well  make  up  our  minds, 
especially  those  of  us  who  have  gone 
around  the  world  in  the  past  few  months, 
that  we  are  losing  this  fight.  We  are 
losing  the  fight  despite  the  fact  that  we 
are  spending  billions  of  dollars,  because 
we  are  just  not  selling  the  United  States 
of  America. 

If  this  amendment,  offered  by  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Pennsylvania  is  not  car¬ 
ried,  we  will  gain  friends  in  Pakistan 
and  we  will  lose  friends  in  India.  The 
people  of  India  will  resent  the  fact  that 
we  have  forced  on  them  terms  that  we 
are  not  giving  to  the  people  of  Pakistan, 
and  rightfully  so. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POWELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  HOPE.  It  is  my  understanding 
when  the  request  came  from  India,  it 
was  a  request  to  purchase  rather  than 
a  request  for  a  grant. 

Mr.  POWELL.  That  was  advisable. 
But  do  you  mean  we  have  to  adapt  our 
legislation  according  to  requests.  When 
we  look  at  a  country  like  Pakistan  that 


has  a  surplus  and  we  have  a  debt  of  $250 
billion,  I  do  not  think  we  should  blindly 
accept  any  request.  They  are  in  need 
of  grain.  That  is  paramount.  They 
also  have  a  surplus,  or  if  not  a  surplus, 
then  they  are  close  to  having  a  surplus, 
that  is  fact  number  two.  Why  not  give 
dignity  to  Pakistan  by  putting  them  on 
their  feet  rather  than  making  paupers 
and  recipients  of  charity  out  of  them. 
It  would  be  better  for  their  country  if 
it  were  done  that  way.  Let  them  pur¬ 
chase  the  grain  as  did  India. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  POWELL.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Pakistan  has  a  budgetary 
surplus  in  rupees,  but  they  cannot  pur¬ 
chase  foreign  grain  with  that.  India 
had  currency  and  resources  which  were 
convertible  into  dollars.  We  did  not 
force  any  terms  on  India.  We  gave  her 
what  she  asked  for.  She  asked  for  a 
loan.  Our  people  in  India  said  she 
would  be  able  to  service  that  loan. 
Pakistan  said  it  could  not  handle  a  loan 
and  asked  for  a  grant.  Our  people  out 
there  examined  the  situation  and  said 
they  could  not  service  a  loan  for  wheat 
without  unduly  jeopardizing  their  finan¬ 
cial  condition  and  their  capacity  to  get 
credits  for  developing  their  food-grow¬ 
ing  capacity.  So  the  two  countries  were 
treated  differently  because  the  two  sit¬ 
uations  are  quite  different. 

Mr.  POWELL.  The  situations  are  not 
different.  You  will  increase  discord  be¬ 
tween  these  two  States.  The  gentle¬ 
man  from  Pennsylvania  does  not  say  in 
his  amendment  that  Pakistan  shall  pay 
us  back  in  dollars.  He  says  they  shall 
pay  us  back  in  whatever  material  that 
they  have. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  would  like  to  know  what 
materials  they  have. 

Mr.  POWELL.  That  does  not  matter. 
Whatever  materials  they  do  have  can  be 
used  to  pay  us  back.  They  must  have 
some.  How  could  they  have  a  surplus 
in  their  economy  and  we  a  national  debt? 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  would  like  to  know  what 
the  materials  are. 

Mr.  POWELL.  Maybe  they  may  have 
materials  which  we  can  use. 

Mr.  JUDD.  India  had  a  great  many 
materials  which  we  could  use  and  needed. 
But  Pakistan  has  nothing  we  need  but 
raw  jute.  We  do  not  want  raw  jute. 

Mr.  POWELL.  Why  not?  We  can 
trade  raw  jute  on  the  world  market,  and 
get  dollars  with  it. 

Let  us  proceed. 

Mr.  Chairman,  for  years  we  have 
been  told  and  every  assurance  has  been 
given  us,  that  what  we  wanted  would  be 
carried  out,  that  the  United  States  of 
America  would  receive  full  publicity  as 
the  giver  and  donor.  I  am  tired  of  get¬ 
ting  assurances  on  each  bill  which  never 
become  actualities  when  the  bill  becomes 
law.  I  think  it  is  time  we  stopped  look¬ 
ing  for  assurances  and  promises  from  the 
various  administrators  whether  of  my 
own  party  of  the  preceding  administra¬ 
tion,  or  of  the  Republican  Party,  the 
present  administration.  Let  us  write 
specifically  into  these  bills  that  what  we 
give  is  given  in  the  name  of  the  United 
States  of  America  and  so  labeled.  One 
Communist  with  a  50-cent  paint  brush 


and  a  dollars  worth  of  red  paint  can  go 
through  the  streets  of  a  village  writing 
on  the  walls  “peace  and  bread”  and  undo 
in  one  night  the  good  of  the  billions  of 
dollars  that  we  vote  here  in  the  House 
of  Representatives. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  amendment  offered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  wonder  if  we  could 
not  come  to  some  agreement  on  limiting, 
debate  on  this  amendment? 

Mr.  HOPE.  What  would  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  suggestion  be? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Suppose  debate  close 
in  5  minutes? 

Mr.  HOPE.  Does  the  gentleman  sug¬ 
gest  that  all  debate  close  in  5  minutes? 

Mr.  COOLEY.  That  all  debate  close 
in  5  minutes  on  the  amendment  pending 
and  all  amendments  thereto. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  no 
objection  to  that. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  There  are  no  requests 
for  time  and  debate  can  be  concluded 
immediately  after  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas  finishes  his  statement. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  at  the 
suggestion  of  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  that 
all  debate  on  this  amendment  and  all 
amendments  thereto  close  in  5  minutes. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  think  it  would  be  a 
great  mistake  to  adopt  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania.  If  you  look  at  the  bill,  it  does 
not  say  that  any  of  this  wheat  is  to  be 
a  grant.  It  does  not  say  what  the  ar¬ 
rangement  is  going  to  be,  but  it  has  been 
explained  in  the  committee  hearings  that 
it  was  expected  the  first  700,000  tons 
would  be  a  grant.  As  to  what  the  re¬ 
mainder  would  be,  that  was  left  open  be¬ 
cause  we  do  not  know  what  the  situation 
will  be  at  the  time  this  300,000  tons  may 
be  required.  It  is  to  go,  if  it  goes  at  all — 
and  it  may  not  go  at  all — as  a  reserve. 
It  is  expected  that  the  700,000  tons  will 
take  care  of  the  immediate  situation. 
If  at  the  end  of  this  year  it  should  appear 
that  weather  conditions  in  Pakistan  are 
such  that  there  may  be  another  short 
wheat  crop,  or  if  estimates  of  produc¬ 
tion  and  consumption  should  turn  out  to 
be  inaccurate,  then  it  would  be  impor¬ 
tant  to  furnish  these  300,000  tons.  If 
those  conditions  exist  then,  in  all  prob¬ 
ability,  it  would  have  to  go  as  a  grant, 
just  as  the  700,000  tons  will  go.  But  I 
believe  the  thing  to  do  is  to  trust  our 
President  so  that  he  can  deal  with  the 
situation  when  it  arises  in  the  way  that 
seems  best  as  far  as  the  foreign  policy  of 
this  country  is  concerned. 

Mr.  FULTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  for  a  question? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania. 

Mr.  FULTON.  The  former  minority 
leader  from  Massachusetts  had  said  that 
he  favored — and  he  made  the  statement 
on  the  floor — giving  India  the  same 
terms;  that  is,  relieving  India  of  the 
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$190  million  obligation  that  they  now 
owe  the  United  States  Government  for 
the  wheat  that  had  been  given  them  in 
1951. 

May  I  ask  the  .gentleman  on  the  floor 
whether  he  likewise  will  sponsor  the  $190 
million  grant  to  India,  rather  than  a 
loan  if  my  amendment  does  not  pass,  so 
that  for  that  area,  too,  you  will  have  the 
same  foreign  policy?  Otherwise,  unless 
you  have  the  300,000  tons  working  re¬ 
serve,  which  Pakistan  admittedly  will  not 
use  now,  unless  you  have  that  paid  for 
on  credit,  just  as  India  got  it,  we  should 
have  on  the  floor  a  statement  that  we 
will  then  give  India  back  the  $190  mil¬ 
lion,  because  we  certainly  are  not  treat¬ 
ing  India  as  we  are  treating  Pakistan. 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say 
what  the  policy  should  be  as  far  as  India 
is  concerned.  As  I  recall  it  we  gave 
them  what  they  asked  for  at  the  time 
they  made  the  request,  and  I  assume 
they  are  still  satisfied  with  the  way  that1 
transaction  was  handled.  I  do  not  think 
we  could  make  any  greater  mistake  than 
to  say  that  because  we  gave  one  country 
a  grant  that  we  have  to  treat  every  other 
country  exactly  like  that,  because  we 
have  to  deal  with  the  circumstances  as 
they  exist  at  any  particular  time. 

As  far  as  India  is  concerned,  she  is 
able  to  borrow  from  the  International 
Bank.  She  has  vast  natural  resources. 
She  has  minerals.  She  has  cotton  and 
manufactured  jute  and  other  commodi¬ 
ties  that  she  can  export,  if  necessary. 
The  situation  with  India  and  Pakistan 
is  entirely  different,  because  India  can 
get  dollars.  But  all  the  evidence  is  that 
Pakistan  cannot  get  dollars.  Pakistan 
is  a  poor  country,  without  great  natural 
resources,  without  great  wealth.  It  is 
a  different  situation  and  we  should  treat 
it  in  a  different  way. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  All  time  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  [Mr.  Pulton]. 

The  queston  was  taken;  and  on  a  divi¬ 
sion  (demanded  by  Mr.  Pulton)  there 
were — ayes  31,  noes  91. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Sec.  2.  For  the  purpose  of  making  payment 
to  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  for 
commodities  disposed  of  hereunder,  there  are 
hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  out  of 
any  moneys,  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise 
appropriated,  such  sums  as  are  equal  to  the 
Corporation’s  investment  in  such  commodi¬ 
ties,  including  handling  costs,  plus  the  costs 
Incurred  in  making  deliveries  hereunder. 
Any  funds  or  other  assets  available  to  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  may  be  used, 
In  advance  of  such  appropriation  or  pay¬ 
ments,  for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this 
act. 

Sec.  3.  No  assistance  under  authority  of 
this  act  shall  be  made  available  until  an 
agreement  is  entered  into  between  Pakistan 
and  the  United  States  containing  the  follow¬ 
ing  undertakings,  and  any  others  the  Presi¬ 
dent  may  determine  to  be  desirable  to  carry 
out  the  purposes  of  this  act,  on  the  part  of 
Pakistan : 

(a)  To  distribute  the  supplies  made  avail¬ 
able  under  this  act,  as  well  as  similar  sup¬ 
plies  obtained  locally  or  imported  from  out¬ 
side  sources  by  the  Government  of  Pakistan, 
among  the  people  of  Pakistan  without  dis¬ 
crimination. 


(b)  To  give  full  and  continuous  publicity 
In  Pakistan  to  the  assistance  furnished  by 
the  United  States. 

(c)  To  permit  persons  designated  by  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  to  observe 
without  restriction  the  distribution  in  Pak¬ 
istan  of  supplies  made  available  under  au¬ 
thority  of  this  act. 

(d)  To  deposit  in  a  special  account 
amounts  of  the  currency  of  Pakistan  equiva¬ 
lent  to  the  amounts  of  such  currency  accru¬ 
ing  to  the  Government  of  Pakistan  from  the 
import  and  sale  of  commodities  furnished 
as  a  grant  hereunder,  this  account  to  be 
utilized  as  may  be  agreed  upon  by  the  United 
States  and  the  Government  of  Pakistan  for 
the  benefit  of  the  people  of  Pakistan  in  pro¬ 
grams  to  increase  food  production  and  in 
other  projects  and  programs  in  the  mutual 
interest  of  the  United  States  and  Pakistan. 

(e)  To  allocate  to  the  use  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States  5  percent  of  the 
local  currency  account  established  in  sub¬ 
section  (d)  for  use,  in  accordance  with  ap¬ 
plicable  United  States  laws,  for  local  cur¬ 
rency  requirements  of  the  United  States, 
including  administrative  and  operating  ex¬ 
penses  in  Pakistan  in  connection  with  assist¬ 
ance  supplied  by  the  United  States. 

(f)  To  pursue  all  appropriate  measures  to 
reduce  its  relief  needs  and  to  increase  pro¬ 
duction  and  supply  and  improve  distribution 
of  foodstuffs  within  Pakistan  so  as  to  lessen 
the  danger-  of  similar  emergencies  in  the 
future. 

Sec.  4.  All  or  any  part  of  the  assistance 
provided  hereunder  shall  be  terminated  by 
the  President  whenever  he,  or  Congress  by 
concurrent  resolution,  determines  that  be¬ 
cause  of  changed  conditions  continuation  of 
assistance  is  unnecessary  or  undesirable. 
Termination  of  assistance  to  Pakistan  under 
this  section  may  include  the  termination  of 
deliveries  of  all  supplies  scheduled  under 
this  act  and  not  yet  delivered. 

Sec.  5.  Nothing  contained  in  this  act  shall 
affect  the  applicability  of  section  1415  of  the 
Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1953,  or 
other  provisions  of  law  to  the  local  currency 
allocated  to  the  use  of  the  United  States 
in  accordance  with  the  agreement  provided 
for  in  section  3. 

Mr.  HOPE  (interrupting  the  reading). 
Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent 
that  the  bill  may  be  considered  as  read 
and  that  it  may  be  open  to  amendment 
at  any  point. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Jones  of  Mis¬ 
souri:  On  page  2,  lines  8  and  12,  and  page/3, 
line  15,  strike  out  the  word  “commodities”, 
where  it  appears  and  substitute  the  word 
“wheat;”  and  further  amend  the  bill  on  page 
2,  line  23;  page  3,  lines  3  and  10,  and  page 
4,  line  14,  by  striking  the  word  “supplies”, 
where  it  appears  and  substituting  the  word 
"wheat.” 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  this  is  a  bill  to  provide  for  the 
transfer  of  price  support  wheat  to  Pak¬ 
istan,  but  it  seems  that  when  the  Mutual 
Security  Administration — they,  I  pre¬ 
sume  are  the  ones  who  fixed  the  bill  up  in 
the  first  place — when  they  got  ready  to 
draft  the  bill  they  reached  into  various 
drawers  and  pulled  out  the  sections  of 
the  bill  together,  and  they  failed  to 
refer  to  wheat.  In  section  2,  line  8, 
we  call  it  “commodities”  and  we  call 
it  “commodities”  in  line  12.  Then 


when  we  get  down  to  line  23  we  call  it 
“supplies;”  and  on  page  3  we  call  it 
“supplies— supplies”  down  to  line  15 
where  it  again  becomes  “commodities.” 

I  think  if  we  are  going  to  deal  in 
wheat  we  ought  to  deal  in  wheat. 

Mr.  HOPE.  It  means  wheat  in  every 
case,  does  it  not? 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  I  do  not 
know.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  a  little  leery 
of  the  people  in  Mutual  Security  because 
in  their  appearance  before  our  com¬ 
mittee  they  would  tell  us  some  things 
when  we  asked  for  information  but  would 
leave  other  things  unsaid,  as  came  out 
on  the  floor  today.  I  would  rather  be 
specific  because  wheat  is  all  we  are  deal¬ 
ing  in,  or  at  least  that  is  what  I  presume 
we  are  dealing  in.  If  we  do  not  say 
“wheat”  it  then  leaves  the  bill  open  so 
they  could  come  in  at  some  time  later 
and  say  that  under  section  2,  page  2, 
we  used  the  word  “commodities”  and  it 
covers  other  different  things. 

Now,  if  it  is  wheat  we  are  talking 
about  let  us  make  it  wheat  throughout. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  I  yield. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Perhaps  they  wanted 
to  give  a  pound  of  butter  with  every 
package  of  wheat  so  they  could  buy  some 
other  commodities  too. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  I  think  the 
amendment  speaks  for  itself,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man. 

I  yield  back  the  balance  of  my  time 
and  ask  for  the  adoption  of  the  amend¬ 
ment. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  simply 
want  to  point  out  that  the  only  part  of 
the  bill  which  makes  provision  for  the 
transfer  of  any  commodity  is  section  1, 
and  the  only  authority  is  to  transfer 
wheat;  so  very  obviously  the  language 
does  refer  to  wheat  wherever  it  appears 
in  the  bill. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Can  the  gen¬ 
tleman  tell  me  any  objection  to  my 
amendment? 

Mr.  HOPE.  There  is  this  objection  to 
it,  if  no  other:  If  we  adopt  the  amend¬ 
ment  we  would  have  to  take  the  bill  to 
conference,  and  I  am  hoping  that  we 
can  pass  the  bill  today  and  get  this  wheat 
on  its  way. 

Mr.  JONES  of  Missouri.  Have  we  got 
a  bill  so  sacrosanct  we  cannot  amend  it? 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Is  there  any  Canadian 
wheat  in  this  bill?  We  have  been  im¬ 
porting  a  lot  of  Canadian  wheat  into  this 
country.  Is  there  any  Canadian  wheat 
in  the  bill?  And  if  so  ought  we  not 
to  make  some  provision  for  giving  the 
Canadians  credit  too? 

Mr.  HOPE.  This  is  to  be  taken  from 
the  Commodity  Credit  price-support 
program  stocks,  and  it  is  American 
wheat. 

Mr.  GROSS.  What  did  we  do  with  all 
the  Canadian  wheat  we  bought? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Missouri  [Mr.  Jones!. 
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The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Jones  of  Mis¬ 
souri)  there  were — ayes  38,  noes  75. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Clerk  will  re¬ 
port  the  committee  amendments  in  the 
bill. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows; 

Committee  amendments: 

Page  2,  line  24,  strike  out  the  words  “as 
well  as  similar  supplies  obtained  locally  or 
imported  from  outside  sources  by  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  Pakistan.” 

Page  3,  line  2,  strike  out  the  word  “dis¬ 
crimination.”  and  insert:  “discrimination; 
and  to  provide  such  supplies  free  of  cost  to 
persons  who,  by  virtue  of  circumstances  be¬ 
yond  their  control,  are  unable  to  pay  for 
them." 

Page  3,  line  7,  after  the  words  “by  the” 
Insert:  “people  of  the.” 

The  committee  amendments  were 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  DORN  of  South  Carolina.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Dohn  of  South 
Carolina:  On  page  3,  after  line  5,  insert: 

“(B)  To  request  the  American  Red  Cross, 
the  Pakistan  Red  Cross,  their  agents  or  em¬ 
ployees  to  aid,  assist,  and  supervise  the  dis¬ 
tribution  to  those  unable  to  pay  for  the  sup¬ 
plies  made  available  under  authority  of  this 
act;  to  further  request  the  American  Red 
Cross  and  the  Pakistan  Red  Cross  to  aid 
in  determining  those  unable  to  pay,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  agreements  entered  into  be¬ 
tween  these  organizations,  the  President,  and 
the  Government  of  Pakistan.” 

Renumber  the  paragraphs  that  follow 
accordingly. 

Mr.  DORN  of  South  Carolina.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  have  become  awfully 
alarmed  in  the  past  few  years  about  the 
tendency  on  the  part  of  this  country,  the 
Government  of  this  country,  to  send  the 
taxpayers’  money  and  commodities  to 
the  governments  of  other  countries  to 
sell  as  they  see  fit,  often  finding  their  way 
into  black  market  operations  and  much 
going  to  benefit  world  communism.  It  is 
injuring  the  prestige  of  the  United  States 
abroad.  I  believe  that  there  is  a  way  out 
of  this  situation. 

I  have  offered  an  amendment  to  this 
bill,  and  I  hope  the  members  of  this  com¬ 
mittee  will  consider  it  carefully,  which 
simply  states  that  the  American  Red 
Cross  and  the  Red  Cross  of  Pakistan 
shall  be  requested  to  aid  and  assist  in 
the  distribution  of  this  grain  and  in  de¬ 
termining  who  the  people  are  who  are 
unable  to  pay  for  this  grain. 

I  conferred  this  morning  with  the 
president  of  the  American  Red  Cross, 
Hon.  Roland  Harriman,  at  the  Statler 
Hotel.  He  told  me  that  they  are  trained 
and  equipped  to  do  this  job  and  they 
would  be  delighted  to  do  it,  but  that  they 
could  not  indulge  or  conspire  in  any  way 
in  the  sale  of  any  grain.  He  said  they 
would  be  pleased  to  offer  their  assistance, 
their  advice  and  supervision  in  seeing 
that  the  people  who  actually  need  this 
grain  get  it. 

I  think  the  most  marvelous  job  done 
In  the  field  of  foreign  relief  was  done  by 
the  Herbert  Hoover  Commission  follow¬ 
ing  World  War  I  with  the  advice,  aid, 
and  consent  of  the  Red  Cross.  The  Red 
Cross  during  World  War  II  handled  the 
expenditure  of  $172  million  in  all  sec¬ 
tions  of  the  world.  It  handled  relief  in 


Spain  in  1937.  It  did  a  marvelous  job  in 
Greece  in  1940,  and  in  the  Moldavia 
Province  of  Rumania,  along  with  Gen¬ 
eral  Scyler  of  the  United  States  military 
mission  in  1947,  it  did  a  fine  job  of  dis¬ 
tributing  $3y2  million  of  relief  to  this 
drought  area. 

Now  I  want  to  Say  this,  that  I  have 
visited  in  Pakistan;  I  have  been  to  Ka¬ 
rachi  and  to  India.  I  think  we  are  going 
to  lose  friends  in  this  area  unless  we 
see  that  this  grain  reaches  the  people 
who  actually  need  it.  About  18  months 
ago  I  was  in  Calcutta,  India,  months 
after  passage  of  that  grain  bill  in  the 
United  States  Congress.  I  was  told  there 
that  only  one  person  out  of  a  thousand 
in  India  had  ever  heard  about  the  Amer¬ 
ican  grain  bill  being  passed  in  the 
United  States.  Why?  As  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota  [Mr.  Judd],  certainly 
should  know,  the  people  in  this  area  of 
the  world  are  about  90  percent  illiterate. 
They  have  no  communication  systems  of 
any  kind,  and  contrary  to  what  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Minnesota  said,  they  do  not 
carry  grain  in  Pakistan  on  donkeys  and 
water  buffalos.  The  means  of  transpor¬ 
tation  there  principally  is  the  camel 
We  saw  the  camel  markets  there.  I 
think  that  we  certainly  should  let  the 
Red  Cross,  with  its  agents  and  employees 
trained  in  the  administration  of  this 
very  type  of  work,  do  it  free  to  the  tax¬ 
payers  of  this  country.  They  have  the 
organization. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DORN  of  South  Carolina.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  Iowa. 

Mr.  GROSS.  Does  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  know  that  there 
presently  are  between  75  and  100  flunkies 
of  1  description  or  another  sent  over  by 
the  United  Nations,  and  does  he  not 
think  if  the  Red  Cross  is  designated — and 
I  am  for  his  amendment — that  their 
feelings  are  going  to  be  hurt? 

Mr.  DORN  of  South  Carolina.  It 
makes  no  difference  if  they  are.  I  have 
been  to  so  many  of  these  countries  and 
I  have  seen  so  many  representatives  of 
the  United  Nations  and  of  the  United 
States  who  know  so  awfully,  woefully 
little  about  the  administration  of  this 
type  of  program  that  it  is  just  sad  to  see 
them,  and  I  think  it  is  time  to  get  some 
people  abroad  who  know  somehing  about 
the  administration  of  this  sort  of  a 
program. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  DORN  of  South  Carolina.  I  yield 
to  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  If  the  services  of  the 
Red  Cross  are  needed,  is  it  reasonable  to 
assume  that  the  Red  Cross  would'  be 
ready  to  assume  such  responsibilities  as 
are  needed  in  the  distribution  of  this 
food? 

Mr.  DORN  of  South  Carolina.  Cer¬ 
tainly.  They  have  the  organization  and 
facilities  already  in  Pakistan.  The  presi¬ 
dent  of  the  American  Red  Cross  assured 
me  this  morning  that  they  would  be  de¬ 
lighted  to  do  so.  My  amendment  stipu¬ 
lates  that  they  be  requested  to  lend  their 
services. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Why  would  you  want 
to  request  them  to  render  their  services 


or  tender  their  services  unless  Pakistan 
feels  the  need  of  the  American  Red 
Cross? 

Mr.  DORN  of  South  Carolina.  The 
American  Red  Cross  would  work  only  in 
cooperation  with  the  Pakistan  Red 
Cross.  The  amendment  further  states 
“in  cooperation  with  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  and  the  Government 
of  Pakistan.”  The  Government  of  Paki¬ 
stan  would  welcome  the  assistance  of 
this  great  organization  which  has  done 
so  much  to  relieve  suffering  humanity 
all  over  the  world. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  The  legislation  before 
us  contemplates  an  agreement  to  be 
written  by  the  President. 

Mr.  DORN  of  South  Carolina.  My 
amendment  only  provides  that  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  the  United  States  and  the 
Government  of  Pakistan  request  the  as¬ 
sistance  of  the  Red  Cross  in  distributing 
the  grain  in  Pakistan.  If  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  adopted  I  am  sure  these  Govern¬ 
ments,  with  Red  Cross  participation,  can 
do  a  better  job. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina  has  ex¬ 
pired. 

(By  unanimous  consent,  Mr.  Dorn  of 
South  Carolina  was  permitted  to  proceed 
for  5  additional  minutes.) 

Mr.  DORN  of  South  Carolina.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  think  it  appropriate  to  give 
you  an  example  of  just  what  is  going  on 
all  over  the  world.  I  walked  into  the 
Imperial  Hotel  in  Tokyo  some  months 
ago  and  there  I  met  a  Member  of  this 
House  who  had  just  returned  from  a  visit 
to  the  Prime  Minister  of  India,  Mr. 
Nehru.  Mr.  Nehru  said  this  to  that 
Member  of  the  House:  “I  do  not  like 
America.  They  are  too  dollar-minded. 
They  seem  to  think  things  can  be  done  in 
terms  of  dollars.”  He  continued,  “Even 
when  I  visited  the  United  States,  where 
did  they  take  me?  They  took  me  to  Wall 
Street  and  showed  me  the  corporations 
and  talked  in  terms  of  how  many  mil¬ 
lions  of  dollars  this  corporation  repre¬ 
sented  and  how  many  hundreds  of  mil¬ 
lions  of  dollars  that  individual  repre¬ 
sented.”  Mr.  Nehru  did  not  see  the 
grassroots  of  America.  He  did  not  see 
what  makes  America  tick. 

The  gentleman  from  North  Carolina, 
who  came  up  here  a  few  minutes  ago  and 
submitted  his  very  able  amendment,  was 
with  me  on  that  occasion.  He  was  with 
me  in  India,  where  we  saw  bodies  being 
hauled  off  the  streets  of  Calcutta  as  the 
result  of  starvation  after  the  American 
grain  bill  had  been  in  operation  for  some 
months,  simply  because  the  poor  people 
did  not  have  the  money  to  buy  any  of 
the  grain. 

Where  did  the  grain  go  in  India?  It 
went  to  the  millionaire  merchants  of 
Calcutta.  It  went  to  the  political  hench¬ 
men  of  those  in  power  in  government. 
If  you  want  to  know  the  truth,  it  did 
more  harm  than  good.  And  I  charge 
here  this  afternoon  that  this  bill  will  do 
this  country  more  harm  than  good. 
Look  at  that  clause  in  there  about  pub¬ 
licity.  That  shows  you  how  much  the 
people  who  drew  up  this  bill  know  about 
conditions  over  there.  Eighty-five  or 
ninety  percent  of  the  people  in  Pakistan 
cannot  read  or  write.  Only  about  one 
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out  of  every  thousand  has  a  radio  set. 
How  are  they  going  to  know  that  the 
grain  came  from  the  United  States  or 
the  people  of  this  country? 

I  remember  6  years  ago  I  stood  here 
and  asked  the  distinguished  present 
Governor  of  Massachusetts,  your  great 
Governor  Herter — and  he  was  considered 
by  all  to  be  an  authority  on  foreign  re¬ 
lief — how  much  of  the  aid  we  were  send¬ 
ing  to  China  at  that  time  was  reaching 
the  interior  and  going  to  the  people  who 
actually  needed  it.  Look  in  the  Record. 
Do  you  know  what  his  answer  was? 
Only  2  percent.  Percentagewise,  in 
reaching  the  needy  people  all  of  these 
bills  that  come  before  this  House  are 
little  better. 

I  have  as  much  feeling  in  my  heart  for 
the  underprivileged  as  anyone.  I  gave 
food  to  the  Germans  in  Germany  after 
the  war,  when  the  United  States  Army, 
under  the  Morgenthau  plan,  had  orders 
to  throw  all  the  garbage  in  the  river  over 
there  and  to  keep  the  starving  people 
from  getting  it.  I  believe  in  charity.  I 
do  think  charity  is  something  of  the 
heart.  It  is  something  that  should  be 
administered  from  one  "brother  to  an¬ 
other  in  a  spirit  of  love  and  understand¬ 
ing,  not  this  high-handed  method  of 
voting  the  taxpayers’  money  of  one 
country  to  the  government  of  another, 
and  then  you  write  out  in  the  bill  a  pro¬ 
vision  permitting  them  to  sell  it.  In 
other  words,  you  encourage  that  they  sell 
the  grain.  Sell  it  to  whom?  To  those 
people  who,  in  turn,  want  to  sell  it  again 
and  make  money  out  of  it.  I  do  not 
think  that  is  right.  I  think  this  great 
organization,  the  Red  Cross,  is  capable 
of  administering,  aiding,  and  assisting. 
Under  my  amendment,  we  do  not  direct 
that  they  take  charge  of  it,  only  aid  and 
assist  in  the  administration  of  this  pro¬ 
gram.  They  certainly  would  see  to  it 
that  the  people  who  really  need  this 
grain  get  it. 

What  about  the  people  at  Flint,  Mich., 
where  they  were  struck  by  the  tornado? 
What  about  the  people  in  Massachu¬ 
setts?  The  Red  Cross  moved  in  in  a  very 
few  minutes  and  did  a  marvelous  job. 
All  I  am  asking  here  is  that  they  aid  and 
assist  in  the  distribution  of  this  grain,  in 
determining  those  who  are  unable  to  pay 
for  it.  Under  this  bill,  you  say  that  some 
of  them  are  going  to  get  aid  because  they 
cannot  pay  for  it,  but  who  is  going  to 
determine  that  factor?  The  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Pakistan,  of  course.  The  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  this  country  would  not  send 
relief  to  the  mayor  of  any  American  city. 
You  would  turn  it  over  to  some  organi¬ 
zation  that  is  trained  and  equipped  to  do 
that  very  job. 

I  think  it  is  high  time  that  we  as  rep¬ 
resentatives  of  the  people  of  this  great 
country  do  something  about  these  pro¬ 
grams  which  recur  constantly,  and,  of 
my  own  personal  observation,  have  done 
more  harm  than  good  in  foreign 
countries. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  wholly  sympa¬ 
thetic  to  the  idea  of  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina  as  far  as  the  purpose 
that  he  seeks  to  accomplish  is  concerned, 
but  I  am  sure  the  amendment  he  offers 


would  only  serve  to  confuse  the  situation 
and  make  it  almost  impossible  to  admin¬ 
ister  this  program.  Certainly  it  would 
be  an  infringement  upon  the  sovereignty 
of  Pakistan  if  it  were  put  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  for  a  unanimous-con¬ 
sent  request? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
this  particular  amendment  conclude  at 
the  end  of  the  gentleman’s  remarks. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  hope  everybody  will  take 
a  good  look  at  this  amendment  before 
he  votes  on  it.  To  send  in  a  private 
foreign  agency,  even  as  respected  a  one 
as  the  American  Red  Cross,  to  supervise 
any  government’s  operations  would  be, 
in  my  opinion,  as  unjustified  and  prop¬ 
erly  resented  an  act  of  imperialism  as 
almost  anything  one  can  think  of,  and 
it  would  be  especially  unwise  in  a  coun¬ 
try  which  fought  for  200  years  to  get  out 
from  under  white  men’s  control.  I  know 
that  is  not  the  purpose  of  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina,  as  is  perfectly  ob¬ 
vious,  but  his  language  is  not  just  “aid 
and  assist”  but  “aid,  assist,  and  super¬ 
vise.”  Surely  the  gentleman  does  not 
want  either  an  official  agency  or  a  pri¬ 
vate  agency  from  one  country  to  go  into 
another  country  and  to  supervise  the 
carrying  on  of  that  government’s  own 
government  operations. 

Mr.  DORN  of  South  Carolina.  It 
would  be  done  upon  request  and  upon 
an  agreement  between  the  Government 
of  Pakistan  and  the  Government  of  the 
United  States. 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  would  suggest  that  the 
gentleman  withdraw  his  amendment, 
and  after  this  bill  is  passed,  try  to  get 
the  Mutual  Security  Agency  to  offer  in 
its  negotiations  with  the  Government  of 
Pakistan  that  if  the  latter  needs  such 
assistance,  the  American  Red  Cross  and 
other  American  experts  in  this  field  of 
furnishing  food  relief  will  be  glad  to 
assist  them.  But  to  require  by  statute 
that  a  friendly  government’s  operations 
be  supervised  by  a  private  American 
agency  seems  to  me  to  be  an  unneces¬ 
sary,  unjustifiable  and  gratuitous  insult. 
I  hope  very  much  the  gentleman  will  not 
press  his  amendment. 

Mr.  DORN  of  South  Carolina.  If  the 
gentleman  will  yield  permit  me  to  ask 
the  distinguished  gentleman  from  Min¬ 
nesota  what  is  point  4  aid? 

Mr.  HOPE.  No;  I  cannot  yield  fur¬ 
ther  at  this  time.  The  gentleman  had 
10  minutes  to  discuss  his  amendment. 

Mr.  DORN  of  South  Carolina.  This 
is  the  first  10  minutes  I  have  ever  had 
on  this  floor  except  the  few  minutes  I 
had  last  week. 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  will  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  later,  if  I  have  the  time. 

Dr.  DORN  of  South  Carolina.  This 
Is  the  first  amendment  I  have  ever  in¬ 


troduced  in  the  House  of  Representa¬ 
tives  and  this  is  my  third  term  as  a 
Member  of  the  House.  I  feel  the  House 
would  like  to  hear  something  about  this. 
As  the  gentleman  said  a  moment  ago, 
this  is  confusing.  If  there  is  anything 
more  confusing  than  this  bill,  I  would 
like  to  see  it. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Let  me  show  how  the 
gentleman’s  amendment  would  confuse 
the  administration  of  this  program. 
The  program  is  going  to  be  administered 
in  the  villages  through  the  rationing 
boards.  All  food  is  rationed  in  Pakistan 
as  I  understand  it.  I  know  that  wheat 
is  rationed.  If  we  are  going  to  put  in 
the  bill  that  representatives  of  the  Red 
Cross  are  going  to  supervise  the  ration¬ 
ing  procedures  in  a  sovereign  country 
like  Pakistan,  it  will  not  only  be  confus¬ 
ing  but  it  would,  of  course,  be  an  in¬ 
fringement  upon  their  sovereignty.  It 
could  not  help  but  interfere  seriously 
with  the  administration  of  the  program. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  be  voted  down. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  of  the 
gentleman  from  Kansas  has  expired. 
All  time  has  expired. 

The  question  is  on  the  amendment  of¬ 
fered  by  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  Dorn], 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (dejnanded  by  Mr.  Dorn  of  South 
Carolina) '‘there  were — ayes  51,  noes  91. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Smith  of  Wis¬ 
consin:  On  page  3,  line  5,  strike  out  the 
period  and  insert  a  comma  and  add  the 
following:  “and  provided  further  that  no 
part  of  the  wheat  furnished  hereunder  shall 
be  sold  by  the  Government  of  Pakistan.” 

[Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin  addressed 
the  Committee.  His  remarks  will  appear 
hereafter  in  the  Appendix.] 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
to  strike  out  the  last  word. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  agree  with  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  South  Carolina:  We  are  in 
a  state  of  confusion;  in  fact,  it  is  a  great 
understatement  when  we  say  we  are  in 
a  state  of  confusion.  We  have  heard 
statements  made  this  afternoon  that  in 
India  millionaires  got  the  money,  that 
we  are  in  worse  shape  today  than  we  were 
before  we  let  them  have  the  money  to 
purchase  grain.  Then  we  have  another 
Member  who  challenges  that  statement, 
plus  the  fact  that  we  heard  our  good 
friend  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Fulton] 
say  that  the  Pakistan  fleet  has  been 
hauling  materials  to  Communist  Russia. 
No  one  has  denied  that.  Then  we  have 
had  contradictory  statements,  one  saying 
this  is  charity,  the  other  saying  it  is  not 
charity;  one  saying  it  goes  for  the  relief 
of  the  Government  of  Pakistan,  and  the 
other  saying  it  goes  to  the  hungry  and 
starving  people  of  Pakistan.  We  are  in 
a  state  of  utter  confusion  just  like  it  was 
on  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  when 
the  bill  came  up  there.  I  was  not  there 
when  it  was  voted  out  because  the  TV  A 
bill  was  being  debated  on  the  floor  at 
the  time.  I  would  have  voted  against  it 
and  it  would  not  have  come  out  unani- 
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mously  had  I  been  there;  so  that  is  the 
reason  why  this  bill  came  out  of  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  by  a  unani¬ 
mous  vote,  because  Pat  Sutton  of  Ten¬ 
nessee  was  on  the  floor  of  the  House 
attending  to  a  TVA  matter — as  I  was 
greatly  interested  in  the  discussion  of 
TVA. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUTTON.  I  yield. 

Mr.  GAVIN.  The  gentleman  from 
Minnesota  made  the  statement — and  he 
may  correct  me  if  I  am  wrong — that  it 
would  be  an  insult  to  Pakistan  if  we 
asked  the  American  Red  Cross,  an  inter¬ 
national  organization,  to  supervise  the 
distribution  of  this  wheat,  so  that  the 
poverty-stricken  people  of  Pakistan 
would  receive  it.  I  cannot  understand 
why  you  make  that  statement. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  I  think  it  is  an  insult 
to  the  integrity  and  to  the  pocketbook 
of  the  American  people  to  give  this  $122 
million  away.  This  last  week  we  passed 
a  bill  providing  $4,900,000,000  for  the 
Mutual  Security  Administration  of 
which  $27%  million  in  economic  aid 
went  to  Pakistan.  Now,  instead  of  ask¬ 
ing  this  Congress  for  $5  billion — they 
did  not  do  that — they  asked  for  the  $4.9 
billion,  then  come  in  through  the  back 
door,  to  our  Committee  on  Agriculture, 
and  request  $122  million  of  foreign  aid 
through,  shall  we  say,  wheat?  To  me 
that  is  just  a  backhanded  method  for 
asking  $5  billion  for  foreign  spending. 

How  much  longer  is  the  American  tax¬ 
payer  going  to  have  to  dig  down  in  his 
pocket  to  provide  for  the  economic  wel¬ 
fare  of  countries  throughout  the  world? 
How  much  longer  are  you  going  to  con¬ 
tinue  to  tax  the  American  people  for 
that  purpose?  To  me  it  seems  assinine, 
as  much  in  debt  as  we  are,  as  high  as 
taxes  are.  No  wonder  we  cannot  get 
the  Reed  bill  out.  The  Congress  is  re¬ 
sponsible,  however  it  will  not  vote 
against  these  Santa  Claus  programs,  and 
close  Uncle  Sam’s  gift  shop. 

For  20  years  you  have  been  saying 
that  the  Democratic  Party  is  the  “Santa 
Claus  Party,”  the  one  that  is  giving  this 
country  away.  I  for  one  have  not  been 
guilty  of  that  practice.  I  thought  last 
November  when  you  Republicans  won 
there  would  be  a  change.  You  said  we 
would  have  a  change.  But  what  hap¬ 
pens?  Now  the  leadership  of  the  Demo¬ 
cratic  Party  and  the  leadership  of  the 
Republican  Party  join  together  in  a 
Santa  Claus  coalition  party.  As  far  as 
this  Democrat  is  concerned,  I  am  for  the 
American  people,  I  am  for  reducing 
taxes,  balancing  the  budget,  and  to  cease 
giving  money  away  to  foreign  govern¬ 
ments. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  SUTTON.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  It  took 
the  gentleman  a  long  time  to  find  that 
out. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Not  me.  I  have  con¬ 
sistently  opposed  our  huge  give-away 
program. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  That 
the  Republican  and  the  Democratic 


leaderships  have  joined  together.  That 
is  what  I  mean.  It  took  you  a  long  time 
to  find  that  out. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  We  thought  after  No¬ 
vember  there  would  be  a  radical  change. 
Right  here  I  want  to  call  to  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  Congress  a  news  bulletin  dated 
Friday,  June  19,  and  prepared  by  Mr. 
Paul  O.  Peters.  The  bulletin  reads  as 
follows: 

Me.  Congressman,  Now  Is  the  Time  To 
Close  Uncle  Sam’s  International  Gift 
Shop 

Mutual  Security  Agency’s  press  release 
No.  332,  dated  June  15,  1953,  summarizes 
the  funds  allotted  to  Western  European 
countries  and  the  European  Payments  Union 
during  the  fiscal  year  which  ends  June  30, 
less  than  2  weeks  from  now,  as  follows: 


Austria _  $35,  000,  000 

Denmark _  1  6,  000,  000 

France _  1 397,  500,  000 

Germany _  23,  787,  000 

Greece _  80,  000,  000 

Iceland _  5,  450,  000 

Italy _ 102,  000,  000 

Netherlands _  1 1,  500,  000 

Norway _  1  21,  200,  000 

Turkey _  54,  000,  000 

United  Kingdom _ _ _  1  409,  000,  000 

Yugoslavia _ 121,  750,  000 

European  Payments  Union _  227,  000 


Total  allocated _  1,  257,  414,  000 

1  Includes  funds  for  the  promotion  of  pro¬ 
ductivity  as  follows:  Denmark,  $1,500,000; 
France,  $30  million;  Italy,  $22  million;  Neth¬ 
erlands,  $1,500,000;  Norway,  $4  million; 
United  Kingdom,  $9  million. 

The  appropriations  for  Mutual  Security 
Agency  for  fiscal  1953  was  in  the  amount  of 
$5,904,055,223.48  according  to  the  Treasury 
records. 

After  deducting  the  amounts  allocated  to 
the  western  European  nations,  and  the  rela¬ 
tively  small  amounts  for  Formosa  and  the 
far  eastern  countries  the  unallocated  balance 
of  the  current  year’s  appropriation  is  over 
$4,500,000,000.  It  also  is  disclosed  by  the 
Treasury  statement  for  June  15,  1953,  that 
the  total  of  unexpended  balances  to  the 
credit  of  the  Mutual  Security  Agency  on 
that  date  was  $10,504,091,437. 

What  Member  of  Congress,  being  possessed 
of  his  right  mind  and  recognizing  the  re¬ 
sponsibilities  attached  to  his  office  will  go 
along  and  appropriate  more  billions  to  con¬ 
tinue  the  operations  of  Uncle  Sam’s  inter¬ 
national  gift  shop,  knowing  that  the  money 
is  not  now  needed  and  cannot  be  spent  in 
fiscal  1954?  x 

Let’s  close  up  our  foreign  charities  and 
bring  our  own  budget  in  balance. 

The  American  people  are  not  to  be  fooled 
into  total  bankruptcy  by  the  internation¬ 
alists  who  want  to  give  away  our  money  and 
resources. 

Paxil  O.  Peters. 


I  congratulate  Mr.  Peters  sincerely 
and  trust  that  this  Congress  will  take 
heed. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  rise  in 
opposition  to  the  pending  amendment. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  amendment  offered 
by  the  gentleman  from  Wisconsin,  strikes 
at  the  very  heart  of  the  bill  because  if 
this  bill  is  going  to  accomplish  anything 
the  transactions  thereunder  will  have  to 
be  handled  in  the  manner  set  out  in  the 
bill.  The  terms  of  the  bill  provide  that 
we  furnish  “such  supplies  free  of  cost  to 
persons  who,  by  virtue  of  circumstances 
beyond  their  control,  are  unable  to  pay 
for  them.”  That  is  expected  to  take  care 


of  any  of  the  people  in  Pakistan  who  do 
not  have  local  currency  and  therefore 
cannot  purchase  these  supplies.  Wheat 
distributed  under  that  part  of  the  bill 
will  be  handled  the  same  as  wheat  which 
is'  sold  as  far  as  distribution  is  con¬ 
cerned.  By  that  I  mean  it  will  all  be 
handled  by  local  boards. 

If  we  were  to  provide  that  all  wheat  we 
send  over  there  shall  be  given  free  to  the 
people  of  Pakistan,  it  seems  to  me  it 
would  be  quite  demoralizing.  If  the 
Government  is  going  to  give  everyone  a 
handout  of  free  wheat,  why  should  any¬ 
body  work,  especially  when  wheat  con¬ 
stitutes  two-thirds  of  the  diet  of  the 
people  of  Pakistan?  There  would  be 
nothing  more  demoralizing  than  to  carry 
out  that  part  of  the  program  in  the  man¬ 
ner  suggested  by  this  amendment.  Fur¬ 
thermore  if  we  carried  out  the  program 
in  that  way  we  would  be  doing  only  half 
of  what  we  attempt  to  do  under  this  leg¬ 
islation  because  the  rupees  that  are  paid 
in  by  those  who  purchase  the  wheat  go 
into  a  special  fund.  This  special  fund 
is  to  be  used  in  improving  the  agriculture 
of  the  country,  including  the  construc¬ 
tion  of  irrigation  works,  so  that  this 
calamity  will  not  occur  again.  We  are 
going  to  help  them  build  up  their  agri¬ 
culture  through  their  own  funds  col¬ 
lected  from  the  sale  of  this  wheat.  That 
would  be  impossible  if  we  compelled  the 
Government  of  Pakistan  to  give  it  all 
away. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Is  it  not  true  that,  if  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Wisconsin  is  adopted,  we  would  be 
inviting  a  recurrence  of  the  same  food 
shoi’tage  and  the  same  problem  might 
again  be  on  our  doorstep  in  the  future? 
For  we  would  be  depriving  the  Pakistan 
Government  of  some  $70  million  in 
rupees  which  it  otherwise,  under  the  bill 
as  written,  can  obtain  and  use  to  develop 
its  agricultural  productive  capacity  in 
order  to  prevent  recurrence  by  increas¬ 
ing  its  production  of  wheat?  Why,  even 
under  the  impulse  of  charity,  should  we 
ask  these  people  to  continue  in  a  situa¬ 
tion  where  they  may  remain  dependent 
upon  our  further  charity? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  agree  100  percent  with 
the  statement  which  the  gentleman  has 
made  and  which  so  well  covers  the  point. 

Mr-  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  move  to  strike  out  the  last 
word.  ^ 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield  for  a  unanimous-con¬ 
sent  request? 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Not  if 
it  comes  out  of  my  time. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  the  request  I 
am  about  to  make  not  be  taken  out  of  the 
gentleman’s  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas? 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate  on 
this  amendment  and  all  amendments 
thereto  close  in  5  minutes- 
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The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Kansas? 

Mr.  BENDER.  I  object,  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Chairman,  the  great  shows  of  compas¬ 
sion  that  we  have  witnessed  on  the  floor 
this  afternoon  for  the  poor,  starving 
people  of  Pakistan  have  not  been  with¬ 
out  their  effect.  I  thought  that  I  was 
impervious  to  such  arguments,  but  even 
I  am  ready  to  admit  that  there  is  a  great 
deal  of  merit  in  this  legislation,  surely 
from  its  humanitarian  aspect.  I  am  will¬ 
ing  to  concede  that  there  is  great  need 
in  Pakistan  for  this  wheat.  I  recognize 
also  that  this  wheat  is  going  to  be  used 
for  the  high  purpose  of  relieving  human 
suffering,  and  yet  I  am  constrained  to 
oppose  the  legislation. 

Now  you  may  say  that  this  is  being 
inconsistent?  It  is  not,  and  I  am  going 
to  tell  you  why.  It  is  simply  because  I 
regard  my  responsibility  under  my  oath 
as  a  Member  of  the  Congress  as  being 
greater  than  my  obligation  to  vote  charity 
abroad.  It  might  be  heresy  to  mention 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  and 
the  Congress  in  these  days  and  times,  but 
I  am  going  to  do  it. 

For  7  years  I  sat  in  this  House  and 
watched  you  vote  billions  and  billions  of 
dollars  overseas  for  the  benefit  of  foreign 
countries,  and  only  once  or  twice  have  I 
heard  anyone  raise  the  question  of 
whether  or  not  such  action  comes  within 
the  limitation  of  powers  delegated  to  the 
Congress  by  the  Constitution. 

So,  this  morning  I  got  out  that  docu¬ 
ment  and  I  read  it  over  again.  I  reread 
the  enumeration  of  powers  delegated  to 
Congress  under  the  Constitution.  You 
will  find  Congress’  powers  listed  and 
specifically  set  out  in  article  I,  section  8. 
Generally,  it  states  that  the  Congress 
shall  have  the  power  to  lay  and  collect 
taxes,  duties,  imposts  and  excises,  to  pay 
the  debts,  and  provide  for  the  common 
defense  and  general  welfare  on  the 
United  States.  You  can  read  the  section 
that  enumerates  the  powers  of  the  Con¬ 
gress,  and  nowhere  in  it  will  you  find 
that  Congress  is  given  the  power  to  take 
the  people’s  tax  moneys  for  the  purpose 
of  carrying  on  world  philanthropies — 
unless  it  can  be  shown  that  it  promotes 
the.general  welfare  of  the  United  States. 
And,  you  know  that  the  general  welfare 
clause  has  been  stretched  so  far  out  of 
shape  that  some  people  in  the  United 
States  do  not  even  know  that  there  are 
any  limitations  on  the  powers  of  Con¬ 
gress.  Have  we  really  given  serious 
thought  as  to  whether  or  not  we  have 
the  authority  to  ship  this  wheat  abroad 
as  a  gift?  You  have  said  it  was  charity. 
It  is  charity.  Certainly  it  is  charity.  Do 
we  have  the  authority  to  use  the  peo¬ 
ple’s  money  for  foreign  charity.  I  think 
not. 

I  consider  us  as  the  trustees  of  the  peo¬ 
ple’s  tax  money,  with  the  authority  to 
spend  it  in  the  manner  and  within  the 
scope  of  our  powers  as  enumerated  in 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 
If  the  occasion  ever  arises  where  we  feel 
we  should  spend  their  money  in  such  a 
manner  as  is  not  authorized  by  the  Con¬ 


stitution  of  the  United  States,  then  we 
should  submit  it  to  the  people  for  their 
approval  and  in  the  way  the  Constitu¬ 
tion  provides.  I  hope  that  before  this 
debate  ends  someone  will  address  him- 
himself  to  the  point  of  the  bill’s  consti¬ 
tutionality. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  WILT  JAMS  of  Mississippi.  I  yield. 

Mr.  COLE  of  Missouri.  No  doubt  the 
constitutionality  of  this  proposition  is 
the  very  reason  the  rule  provided  that 
all  points  of  order  against  the  bill  were 
waived. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Pos¬ 
sibly;  I  do  not  know.  But  where  there 
is  a  doubt,  I,  for  one,  am  ready  to  resolve 
that  doubt  in  favor  of  the  Constitution. 
That  is  the  reason  I  intend  to  vote 
against  this  measure,  no  matter  how 
meritorious  it  may  be  otherwise,  because 
I  do  not  feel  that  the  Congress  properly 
has  the  authority  under  the  Constitu¬ 
tion  to  act  in  such  a  manner  with  the 
people’s  money. 

I  feel  as  Abraham  Lincoln  did  many 
years  ago,  when  he  stated  that  I  think 
should  be  the  creed  of  every  man  who 
serves  in  Congress.  He  said:  “No  man 
can  conscientiously  vote  for  what  he  be¬ 
lieves  to  be  an  unconstitutional  measure, 
no  matter  how  expedient  he  might  con¬ 
sider  it.”  With  that  I  must  agree. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  all  debate^  on 
the  bill  and  all  amendments  thereto  close 
in  10  minutes. 

Mr.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  I  object, 
Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  move 
that  all  debate  on  this  bill  and  all  amend¬ 
ment  thereto  close  in  10  minutes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  [Mr. 
Curtis!  . 

Mi’.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  am  sorry  that  debate  has  been  cut 
off  on  this  bill  and  that  I  have  only  1  y2 
minutes  to  try  to  persuade  the  House  not 
to  divest  itself  of  its  appropriation  pow¬ 
ers  as  it  is  doing  in  this  bill.  I  have  an 
amendment  that  I  thought  was  going  to 
accomplish  the  same  purposes  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Smith] 
had  in  mind.  The  thing  I  am  concerned 
about  is  that  this  bill  bypasses  the  Ap¬ 
propriations  Committee.  Far  from  ap¬ 
propriating  $100  million,  it  actually  is 
going  to  hit  the  United  States  for  about 
$200  million,  because  we  have  about 
$100  million  in  wheat  we  are  giving  away, 
and  then  we  are  tying  the  hands  of  the 
Appropriations  Committee  where  they 
are  going  to  have  to  appropriate  another 
$100  million  for  the  Commodity  Credit 
Corporation,  plus  the  $20  million  that 
will  be  used  for  shipping  this  wheat 
abroad. 

Turn  to  page  3  of  the  bill  and  you  will 
see  that  what  is  going  to  happen  in  this 
matter  is  that  there  is  going  to  be  turned 
over  to  the  counterpart  fund,  one  of 
those  funds  where  the  Congress  loses 
control  over  the  expenditures,  anywhere 
up  to  $100  million.  The  amendment  I 
am  going  to  offer  is  at  page  3,  line  20, 
to  add: 


Provided,  That  all  appropriations  for  such 
programs  and  projects  must  be  approved  by 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 

I  call  your  attention  to  the  language 
in  line  18  on  page  3  where  it  says  that 
not  only  can  these  funds  be  used  to  in¬ 
crease  food  production  but  “for  other 
projects  and  programs.”  In  other  words, 
it  is  a  complete  blank  check  for  about 
$100  million,  and  I  think  the  Congress 
should  maintain  control  over  it. 

The  foregoing  is  the  extent  of  what  I 
was  able  to  say  on  the  floor  of  the  House 
in  the  IV2  minutes  allotted  to  me  to 
speak. 

I  appreciate  the  fact  that  it  was  5 
o’clock  in  the  afternoon  when  we  reached 
the  part  of  the  bill  where  it  was  appro¬ 
priate  for  me  to  offer  the  amendment 
I  had  i$  mind.  I  further  appreciate  that 
the  membership  of  the  House  was  tired 
of  listening  to  the  debate  on  the  bill  and 
had  pretty  well  resigned  themselves  to 
voting  for  it  without  amendment  re¬ 
gardless  of  what  else  was  to  be  said  on 
the  floor  of  the  House. 

However,  I  cannot  refrain  from  stat¬ 
ing  that  it  is  a  pretty  sorry  commentary 
on  the  interest  in  the  principle  of  the 
separation  of  powers  and  the  independ¬ 
ence  of  the  legislative  branch  of  Gov¬ 
ernment  when  the  legislative  branch 
without  debate  can  so  quickly  divest  it¬ 
self  of  1  of  the  2  basic  powers  it  possesses, 
the  power  to  appropriate  money,  in  this 
instance,  to  the  tune  of  $200  million.  I 
can  well  understand  why  the  chairman 
of  the  committee  and  the  leadership 
were  so  anxious  to  ring  down  the  curtain 
on  this  sorry  episode.  The  less  discus¬ 
sion  on  these  matters  the  better.  The 
less  discussion  on  the  very  vital  question 
presented  by  the  gentleman  from  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Is  this  constitutional,  the  better. 

I  want  to  say  to  the  leadership,  both 
of  the  House  and  in  the  White  House, 
that  this  is  the  second  time  on  the  floor 
of  the  House  the  question  has  been 
raised  about  the  constitutionality  of  a 
certain  bill  where  the  majority  of  the 
Members  privately  conceded  that  in 
their  opinion  the  bill  was  unconstitu¬ 
tional,  but  no  one  from  the  leadership 
in  either  party  dared  take  the  floor  to 
state  why,  in  their  opinion,  the  bill  was 
constitutional. 

So  far,  indeed,  have  we  gone  from  our 
oaths  of  office.  So  far,  indeed,  have  we 
departed  from  a  responsible  Government 
looking  to  the  future,  in  exchange  for 
a  fearful  shortsighted  organization  of 
men  who  feel  that  every  problem  of  their 
day  is  so  unusual,  so  baffling,  so  momen¬ 
tous  that  that  problem  must  be  decided 
upon  the  basis  of  that  problem 
alone — it  must  be  decided  upon  ex¬ 
pediency — on  emergency. 

Well,  I  dare  suggest  that  until  we  face 
up  to  the  fact  that,  though  the  problems 
of  today  are  hard,  they  must  be  decided 
upon  the  basis  of  principle  we  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  flounder.  And,  indeed,  we  will 
continue  to  be  unable  to  lead  other  na¬ 
tions  in  the  world.  Surely,  we  should 
have  learned  by  the  past  few  years’  ex¬ 
perience  that  we  cannot  lead  with  either 
bullets  or  dollars  or  wheat. 

What  we  had  today  was  an  appropria¬ 
tion  on  a  legislative  bill.  This  is  just  as 
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bad  and  just  as  subject  to  a  point  of 
order  as  legislation  on  an  appropriation 
bill.  I  regret  to  state  that  I  was  the 
only  Member  who  thought  this  matter 
was  important  enough  to  call  it  to  the 
attention  of  the  House  albeit  I  had  only 
a  minute  and  a  half  in  which  to  try  to 
do  it. 

The  leadership  knew  this  was  irregu¬ 
lar  procedure,  and  I  trust  they  knew  it 
was  bad  procedure  inasmuch  as  the  rules 
of  the  House  outlawed  it.  That  is  the 
reason  a  rule  was  obtained  from  the 
Rules  Committee  waiving  points  of  order. 
I  asked  the  chairman  of  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  if  he  had  been  notified 
that  this  appropriation  bill  was  being 
brought  on  the  floor  out  of  the  Agri¬ 
culture  Committee  and  he  stated,  “No.” 
I  would  have  thought  that  at  least  the 
chairman  of  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee  might  have  been  notified  when  his 
committee  was  being  bypassed,  particu¬ 
larly  when  the  sum  amounted  to  around 
$200  million. 

I  want  to  briefly  discuss  the  amount  of 
the  appropriation.  In  this  bill  we  made 
three  appropriations: 

First.  We  appropriated  wheat  which 
had  cost  $100  million  of  taxpayers’ 
money  and  gave  it  to  the  Government 
of  Pakistan. 

Second.  We  said  that  the  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  which  was  account¬ 
able  for  the  wheat  would  get  $100  mil¬ 
lion  from  the  taxpayers  in  lieu  of  the 
wheat.  Of  course,  the  Appropriations 
Committee  will  actually  have  to  appro¬ 
priate  this  money,  but  I  ask  anyone  un¬ 
der  such  circumstances  does  the  Appro¬ 
priations  Committee  have  any  alterna¬ 
tive? 

Third.  We  appropriated  $20  million,  I 
presume  from  CCC  funds,  the  amount  to 
cover  the  transportation  of  the  wheat. 
This  too  is  to  be  replaced  by  appropriat¬ 
ing  the  money  from  the  taxpayer. 

Now  it  is  argued  that  inasmuch  as  the 
$100  million  which  will  replace  the  taken 
wheat  will  be  used  to  buy  more  surplus, 
presumably  wheat,  the  net  loss  to  the 
taxpayer  is  only  the  $120  million.  How¬ 
ever,  I  suggest  as  far  as  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee  is  concerned  it  is  the 
Agriculture  Committee  which  has  in  ef¬ 
fect  extended  the  CCC  program  for 
another  $100  million,  not  the  Appropria¬ 
tions  Committee.  In  other  words  this 
bill  has  actually  had  the  say  of  where 
$100  million  of  wheat  is  to  go  and  $120 
million  of  cash. 

The  wheat  will  be  converted  to  cash  in 
Pakistan  and  the  State  Department  will 
have  up  to  $100  million  more  to  play  with 
for  point  4  and,  indeed,  for  other  proj¬ 
ects  and  programs  with  no  limitation 
at  all  to  point  4  purposes.  This  is  where 
the  State  Department  gets  free  funds  to 
play  the  lady  bountiful  with,  completely 
at  its  discretion,  with  no  control  vested 
in  the  Congress.  It  is  from  bills  like  this 
that  we  get  the  contingent  liabilities 
which  so  plague  the  Appropriations  Com¬ 
mittee. 

This  bill  amounts  almost  to  a  fraud. 
It  comes  clothed  as  a  charity  donation  to 
the  starving  people  of  Pakistan  and  yet 
300,000  tons  are  definitely  for  a  reserve 
and  we  learn  that  70  percent  of  the  re¬ 
maining  tonnage  will  be  sold  and  the  pro¬ 


ceeds  put  in  counterpart  funds.  And 
$20  million  is  earmarked  for  private  en¬ 
terprise  which  will  transport  the  wheat. 

If  the  purpose  was  as  stated  why  was 
not  the  matter  processed  in  accordance 
with  proper  legislative  procedure?  In¬ 
deed  I  might  further  state  why  is  the 
Federal  Government  so  insistent  in  mov¬ 
ing  into  the  fields  which  formerly  be¬ 
longed  to  private  charities  and  our 
churches?  The  proper  and  constitu¬ 
tional  method  of  demonstrating  our  good 
will  and  interest  in  our  brother  abroad  is 
through  these  agencies. 

I  might  further  suggest  if  we  would  go 
back  and  follow  the  constitutional  and 
proper  procedure  for  aiding  unfortunate 
peoples  abroad  we  would  be  able  to 
escape  the  telling  propaganda  of  Russia 
which  accuses  the  United  States  Gov¬ 
ernment  of  suporting  some  of  the  rot- 
tenest  governments  in  history  on  the 
backs  of  the  people. 

If  we  permitted  our  churches  and  our 
other  private  organizations  to  handle  the 
job  there  could  be  no  such  accusations. 
Furthermore,  I  am  satisfied  we  would  get 
more  real  charity  per  dollar.  Finally  we 
would  get  good  will  and  not  questionable 
will  which  our  Government  dollars  seem 
to  buy. 

We  see  here  one  further  evidence  of 
the  ineffectiveness  of  Socialist  govern¬ 
ment,  of  Socialist  missionary  work,  So¬ 
cialist  charity  instead  of  private  mis¬ 
sionary  work  and  private  charity.  Some¬ 
day  I  hope  we  will  learn  that  govern¬ 
ment  does  not  perform  well  or  efficiently 
in  the  field  of  private  enterprise.  That 
government’s  proper  sphere  is  supervi¬ 
sion  and  regulation,  not  performance. 

I  am  afraid  until  we  do  learn  this  we 
run  the  continued  risk  of  not  having 
friends  abroad  and  the  continued  risk  of 
national  insolvency. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Smith]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  di¬ 
vision  (demanded  by  Mr.  Smith  of  Wis¬ 
consin)  there  were — ayes  65,  noes  110. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  offer  a  preferential  motion, 
but  I  ask  first  whether  that  would  come 
out  of  the  10  minutes? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  time  would 
have  to  come  out  of  the  10  minutes. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Then, 
Mr.  Chairman,  I  will  wait  until  the  10 
minutes  have  expired  and  will  not  offer 
the  preferential  motion  at  this  time. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
Jensen], 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer 
an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  .by  Mr.  Jensen:  On 
page  1,  line  6,  strike  out  “one  million”  and 
insert  “900,000”  and  after  the  word  “wheat” 
on  line  7  insert  "100,000  long  tons  of  grade 
A  corn  meal.” 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  my 
amendment  as  just  read  speaks  for  it¬ 
self.  As  everyone  knows,  there  is  no 
better  food,  there  is  no  more  nourishing 
food,  there  is  no  more  tasty  food  than 
cornbread  or  corn  mush  or  corn  pone. 
Certainly  the  people  of  Pakistan  would 


like  to  have  a  choice  as  to  whether  they 
want  to  eat  all  wheat  bread  or  balance 
their  diet  with  cornbread  or  corn  pone  or 
corn  mush.  As  all  of  you  know,  in  the 
House  restaurant  where  delicious  Iowa 
tail-corn  bread  has  been  on  the  menu 
during  the  last  session  of  Congress  and 
this  session  the  restaurant  runs  out  of 
that  fine  food  most  every  day,  because 
of  the  great  demand  for  this  wonderful 
food.  America  has  a  surplus  of  corn. 
We  are  going  to  have  considerable  trou¬ 
ble  in  finding  storage  space  for  this 
year’s  crop. 

Mr.  DORN  of  South  Carolina.  Mr. 
Chairman,  will  the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JENSEN.  I  yield. 

Mr.  DORN  of  South  Carolina.  I  think 
my  distinguished  colleague,  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota  made  a  wonderful 
speech  last  week  on  the  foreign-aid  bill. 
But  if  he  wants  to  know  where  I  got  my 
information  about  the  conditions  in  In¬ 
dia,  and  about  these  people,  may  I  fili¬ 
form  him  I  did  not  get  it  from  the  cock¬ 
tail  diplomats  or  from  the  ECA  mission 
which  gets  up  with  a  big  blackboard  and 
goes  to  great  lengths  with  a  whole  lot  of 
carefully  prepared  figures  for  visiting 
Congressmen. 

I  got  it  from  the  representatives  of 
American  business  who  have  to  know 
the  real  conditions  in  a  country  in  or¬ 
der  to  succeed  in  business.  Also,  many 
of  our  Government  representatives  ad¬ 
mitted  off  the  record  that  the  India  grain 
bill  did  not  reach  the  people  who  needed 
it  most. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would 
like  to  proceed.  I  have  offered  a  very 
important  amendment  and  I  would  like 
to  use  all  my  time  to  explain  it. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JENSEN.  I  yield  to  my  friend 
Mr.  Sutton. 

Mr.  SUTTON.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  ask 
unanimous  consent  that  my  time  be 
given  to  the  gentleman  from  Iowa  [Mr. 
Jensen]. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Without  objection, 
it  is  so  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

Mr.  JENSEN.  Cornbread,  corn  mush, 
and  corn  pone  is  the  cheapest  of  all  foods 
and  it  is  good.  Without  taking  more 
time  of  the  House,  I  am  sure  every  Mem¬ 
ber  will  recognize  the  justification  of  my 
request  and  will  vote  for  my  amendment 
which  provides  that  100,000  long  tons  of 
grade  A  cornmeal  be  included  in  this 
legislation  and  supplied  to  the  hungry 
people  of  Pakistan  and  in  accordance 
with  the  other  provisions  in  the  bill. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Iowa  [Mr.  Jensen], 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentlewoman  from  Illinois 
[Mrs.  Church]. 

Mrs.  CHURCH.  Mr.  Chairman,  I 
came  on  the  floor  of  the  House  this  after¬ 
noon  with  the  full  and  honest  intention 
of  voting  for  this  bill,  as  I  voted  2  years 
ago  for  wheat  for  India,  to  indicate  my 
interest  in  helping  starving  people  any¬ 
where  and  in  proof  of  what  I  hold  is  the 
good,  old-fashioned  tradition  of  showing 
loving  kindness  and  mercy. 
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I  admit  that  I  am  a  bit  confused  and 
I  am  talking  a  minute  and  a  half  here 
to  ask  this  question,  either  of  Dr.  Judd 
or  of  Mr.  Hope,  the  chairman  of  the 
committee. 

Has  any  estimate  been  made  by  either 
of  the  committees,  or  has  any  informa¬ 
tion  been  offered  by  the  Ambassador 
from  Pakistan  which  would  show  how 
much  of  this  wheat  is  apt  to  be  sold  and 
how  much  is  really  a  gift? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  will  be  glad  to  say  to 
the  gentlewoman  from  Illinois  that  the 
testimony  before  our  committee  by  Dr. 
Reed,  who  was  sent  over  by  the  American 
Government  to  investigate  the  situation, 
was  that  approximately  70  percent  would 
probably  be  sold  and  30  percent  would 
be  given  to  needy  people. 

Mrs.  CHURCH.  In  other  words,  then, 
I  would  say  that  30  percent  is  a  gift  and 
70  percent  might  become  a  commercial 
transaction. 

Mi*.  HOPE.  It  will  be  handled  by  the 
Government  of  Pakistan  and  sold  just 
as  they  sell  all  their  wheat. 

Mrs.  CHURCH.  I  reiterate  that  I 
would  be  glad  to  vote  the  entire  100  per¬ 
cent  if  it  were  to  relieve  suffering.  I  am 
beginning  to  have  some  doubt  about  the 
70  percent  that  we  are  going  to  treat  in 
that  way. 

Mr.  JUDD.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentlewoman  yield? 

Mrs.  CHURCH.  I  yield  to  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Minnesota. 

Mr.  JUDD.  The  people  who  are  able 
to  pay  in  rupees  for  this  grain  but  who 
cannot  get  it  unless  this  bill  is  passed  are 
in  as  great  need  of  wheat  as  are  those 
who  are  unable  to  pay. 

Mrs.  CHURCH.  Certainly.  But  could 
not  that  70  percent  be  used  to  pay  back 
what  we  are  paying  for  the  wheat? 

Mr.  JUDD.  No,  unless  you  can  get 
the  American  Government  or  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credity  Corporation  to  take 
Pakistan  rupees ;  but  that  currency  is  not 
convertible  into  dollars.  That  is  the 
whole  nubbin  of  the  trouble. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Minnesota 
[Mr.  Judd!  . 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  the 
gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  JUDD.  I  yield  to  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  I  would  like  to  ask  the 
gentleman  to  explain  the  counterpart 
fund  that  is  contemplated  by  the  pro¬ 
vision  in  the  present  act.  I  think  that 
would  help  to  clear  up  the  situation. 

Mr.  JUDD.  The  counterpart  fund 
that  is  provided  for  in  paragraph  (d) 
on  page  3  is  the  same  provision  that  we 
have  in  all  of  our  various  foreign-aid 
acts. 

Whenever  we  give  commodity  assist¬ 
ance  to  countries  which  are  not  able  to 
get  our  commodities  because  of  their 
lack  of  dollars,  it  has  been  provided  that 
where  the  goods  could  be  sold  to  its 
people  by  the  recipient  government  in 
exchange  for  local  currency  from  those 
who  ultimately  used  the  aid,  the  funds 
went  into  a  so-called  counterpart  fund 
to  be  controlled  jointly  by  the  govern¬ 
ment  of  the  recipient  country  and  the 
Government  of  the  United  States. 
Neither  side  could  use  it  without  the 


agreement  of  the  other.  It  was  to  be 
used  in  ways  that  were  approved  by  both 
and  were  for  the  benefit  of  that  country. 
That  is  the  provision  in  this  bill  also. 
When  some  70  percent  of  the  wheat  is 
sold  to  those  with  the  capacity  to  pay 
for  it  in  rupees,  the  receipts  to  be  used  by 
Pakistan  and  ourselves  for  the  economic 
and  agricultural  development  of  the 
country. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi 
[Mr.  Abernethy]. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Chairman, 
last  week  we  passed  a  mutual  security 
bill,  and  according  to  my  recollection 
the  Pakistan  Government  or  country 
received  the  exact  number  of  dollars 
which  the  State  Department  recom¬ 
mended  that  they  should  receive  in  the 
way  of  economic  aid. 

It  has  been  disclosed  that  this  bill  will 
in  a  sense  be  an  economic  aid  bill  inas¬ 
much  as  70  percent  of  the  wheat  which 
will  be  transported  to  Pakistan  will  be 
sold  by  the  Pakistan  Government  and 
the  proceeds  amounting  from  anywhere 
from  $50  million  to  $75  million  or  $80 
million — $80  million,  I  believe  it  is — will 
go  into  the  treasury  of  the  Pakistan  Gov¬ 
ernment.  Inasmuch  as  the  Pakistan 
Government  is  going  to  profit  to  the 
extent  of  millions  upon  millions  I  cer¬ 
tainly  feel  that  it  should  be  required  to 
pay  the  freight  on  the  wheat  from  this 
country  to  Pakistan,  and  therefore,  after 
all  debate  has  been  concluded,  if  the 
Chair  will  recognize  me  it  will  be  my  pur¬ 
pose  to  offer  a  motion  to  recommit  the 
bill  with  instructions  to  report  it  back 
forthwith  with  an  amendment  which  in 
all  respects  is  the  equivalent  of  the  Poage 
amendment  to  require  them  to  pay  the 
freight  on  this  wheat. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  Chair  recog¬ 
nizes  the  gentleman  from  Kansas  [Mr. 
Hope]  to  close  the  debate. 

Mr.  PIOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  no 
desire  to  use  further  time. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  Mr.  Chairman,  will 
the  gentleman  yield? 

Mr.  HOPE.  I  yield. 

Mr.  WHITTEN.  I  would  just  like  to 
have  it  made  clear,  if  I  may,  that  inso¬ 
far  as  the  United  States  is  concerned 
all  of  this  wheat  is  a  gift,  that  the  part 
that  might  not  be  a  gift  is  from  the  Pak¬ 
istan  Government  to  the  people  of  Pak¬ 
istan,  but  insofar  as  the  United  States 
is  concerned  the  whole  amount  is  a  gift. 
Is  that  not  correct? 

Mr.  HOPE.  Yes,  that  is  correct. 

Mi-.  CURTIS  of  Missouri.  Mr.  Chair¬ 
man,  I  offer  an  amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Curtis  of  Mis¬ 
souri:  Page  3,  line  20,  after  “Pakistan”, 
change  the  period  to  a  semicolon  and  add 
the  following:  "Provided,  That  all  appro¬ 
priations  for  such  programs  and  projects 
must  be  approved  by  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States”;  and  on  page  4,  line  3,  after 
“United  States”,  change  the  period  to  a 
semicolon  and  add:  “ Provided ,  That  all  ap¬ 
propriations  for  such  programs  and  projects 
must  be  approved  by  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States.” 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  amendment  offered  by  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Curtis]. 


The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a 
division  (demanded  by  Mr.  Curtis  of 
Missouri)  there  were — ayes  52,  noes  123. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  offer  a  preferential  motion. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 

Mr.  Hoffman  of  Michigan  moves  that  the 
Committee  do  now  rise  and  report  the  bill 
to  the  House  with  the  recommendation  that 
the  enacting  clause  be  stricken. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  a  par¬ 
liamentary  inquiry. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Michigan  yield  for  a  parlia¬ 
mentary  inquiry? 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  I  yield, 
Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  COOLEY.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want 
to  inquire  if  that  motion  is  in  order? 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  committee 
amendments  were  adopted. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
speak  out  of  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

(Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan  asked 
and  was  given  permission  to  revise  and 
extend  his  remarks.) 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  this  time  is  taken  now  only 
because  of  requests  that  have  come  to 
me  for  information.  Some  time  ago  the 
President  sent  up  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  6  designed  to  reorganize  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Defense.  Hearings  were  held 
by  the  Committee  on  Government  Oper¬ 
ations.  Those  hearings  will  be  printed 
tonight  and  will  be  ready  and  available 
tomorrow  morning. 

Yesterday  the  committee  reported 
Resolution  264  which  accepts  the  plan 
as  offered  by  the  President  with  the  ex¬ 
ception  of  two  sections  (c)  and  (d) 
which  have  but  one  purpose.  That  pur¬ 
pose  is  to  give  the  Chairman  of  the  Joint 
Chiefs  of  Staff  authority  to  disapprove 
members  of  the  Joint  Chiefs,  some  210 
of  them,  and  to  direct  the  activities  of 
the  staffs.  Other  than  that  the  resolu¬ 
tion  reported  out  yesterday  approves  of 
the  plan,  although  there  were  other  ob¬ 
jections. 

We  asked  the  Committee  on  Rules  for 
a  hearing  and  I  was  advised  this  morning 
that  we  would  not  get  it.  That  is  the 
privilege  of  that  committee.  Tomorrow 
at  10  o’clock  the  committee  will  vote  on 
a  proposition  to  give  the  House  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  debate  plan  No.  6. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Michigan  [Mr.  Hoffman]. 

Mr.  HOFFMAN  of  Michigan.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  ask  unanimous  consent  to 
withdraw  my  preferential  motion. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Is  there  objection 
to  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from 
Michigan? 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  CHAIRMAN.  Under  the  rule,  the 
Committee  rises. 

Accordingly  the  Committee  rose;  and 
the  Speaker  having  resumed  the  chair, 
Mr.  Ellsworth,  Chairman  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  State 
of  the  Union,  reported  that  that  Com- 
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mittee,  having  had  under  consideration 
the  bill  (H.  R.  5659)  to  provide  for  the 
transfer  of  price-support  wheat  to  Pak¬ 
istan,  pursuant  to  House  Resolution  293, 
he  reported  the  bill  back  to  the  House 
with  sundry  amendments  adopted  by  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER.  Under  the  rule,  the 
previous  question  is  ordered. 

Is  a  separate  vote  demanded  on  any 
amendment?  If  not,  the  Chair  will  put 
them  en  gross. 

The  amendments  were  agreed  to. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  engrossment  and  third  reading  of 
the  bill. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  and  was  read  the 
third  time. 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
offer  a  motion  to  recommit. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  the  gentleman  op¬ 
posed  to  the  bill? 

Mr.  ABERNETHY.  I  am,  Mr.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Clerk  will  report 
the  motion  to  recommit. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Mr.  Abernethy  moves  to  recommit  the  bill 
to  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  with  in¬ 
structions  to  report  the  same  back  to  the 
House  forthwith  with  the  following  amend¬ 
ment:  Page  2,  line  6,  after  the  word  “Presi¬ 
dent”,  strike  out  the  period  and  insert  “with¬ 
out  further  cost  to  the  United  States  or  its 
agencies.” 

The  SPEAKER.  Without  objection, 
the  previous  question  is  ordered. 

There  was  no  objection. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  motion  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi  [Mr.  Abernethy]. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  on  a  divi¬ 
sion  (demanded  by  Mr.  Abernethy) 
there  were — ayes  84,  noes  175. 

Mr.  WILLIAMS  of  Mississippi.  Mr. 
Speaker,  on  that  I  demand  the  yeas 
and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  refused. 

So  the  motion  was  rejected. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  question  is  on 
the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  SMITH  of  Wisconsin.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  on  that  I  demand  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  there 
were — yeas  310,  nays  75,  not  voting  45, 
as  follows : 


[Boll  No.  63] 
YEAS — 310 


Abbitt 

Betts 

Canfield 

Addonizio 

Boggs 

Cannon 

Albert 

Boland 

Carnahan 

Allen,  Calif. 

Bolling 

Carrigg 

Allen,  HI. 

Bolton, 

Case 

Andersen, 

Frances  P. 

Cederberg 

H.  Carl 

Bolton, 

Celler 

Andresen, 

Oliver  P. 

Chelf 

August  H. 

Bonin 

Chenoweth 

Andrews 

Bosch 

Church 

Angell 

Bow 

Condon 

Arends 

Boykin 

Cooley 

Ashmore 

Bramblett 

Coon 

Aspinall 

Bray 

Cooper 

Auchincloss 

Brooks,  Tex. 

Corbett 

Ayres 

Brown,  Ga. 

Cotton 

Baker 

Brown,  Ohio 

Cretella 

Barrett 

Brownson 

Crosser 

Bates 

Broyhill 

Crumpacker 

Battle 

Buchanan 

Cunningham 

Beamer 

Budge 

Curtiss,  Mass. 

Belcher 

Burdick 

Curtiss,  Nebr. 

Bender 

Byrd 

Dague 

Bennett,  Fla. 

Byrne,  Pa. 

Davis,  Tenn, 

Bennett,  Mich. 

Byrnes,  Wis. 

Davis,  Wls. 

Bentley 

Camp 

Dawson,  Ill. 

Berry 

CampbeU 

Dawson,  Utah 

Deane 

Jensen 

Pillion 

Delaney 

Johnson 

Poage 

Derounian 

Jonas,  N.  C. 

Poff 

Devereux 

Jones,  Ala. 

Polk 

D’Ewart 

Judd 

Powell 

Dingell 

Karsten,  Mo. 

Preston 

Dodd 

Kean 

Price 

Dollinger 

Kearns 

Priest 

Donohue 

Keating 

Pruoty 

Dorn,  N.  Y. 

Kee 

Babaut 

Doyle 

Kelley,  Pa. 

Radwan 

Durham 

Kelly,  N.  Y. 

Rains 

Eberharter 

Keogh 

Ray 

Edmondson 

Kersten,  Wis. 

Rayburn 

Elliott 

Kilburn 

Reams 

Ellsworth 

Kilday 

Reece,  Tenn. 

Evins 

King,  Calif. 

Rees,  Kans. 

Fallon 

King,  Pa. 

Rhodes,  Ariz. 

Feighan 

Kirwan 

Rhodes,  Pa. 

Fenton 

Klein 

Richards 

Fernandez 

Kluczynski 

Riehlman 

Fine 

Knox 

Riley 

Forand 

Kruger 

Roberts 

Ford 

Laird 

Robsion,  Ky. 

Frazier 

Lane 

Rodino 

Friedel 

Lanham 

Rogers,  Colo. 

Fulton 

Lantaff 

Rogers,  Mass. 

Gamble 

Latham 

Rooney 

Garmatz 

LeCompte 

Roosevelt 

Gary 

Lesinski 

Sadia  k 

Gathings 

Lovre 

Saylor 

Gavin 

McCarthy 

Schenck 

George 

McConnell 

Scherer 

Goodwin 

McCormack 

Scott 

Gordon 

McCulloch 

Scudder 

Graham 

McDonough 

Seeley-Brown 

Granahan 

McGregor 

Shelley 

Grant 

Melntire 

Sheppard 

Gregory 

McMillan 

Sieminskl 

Gubser 

Machrowicz 

Sikes 

Gwinn 

Mack,  Wash. 

Small 

Hagen,  Calif. 

Madden 

Smith,  Miss. 

Hagen,  Minn. 

Magnuson 

Spence 

Halleck 

Mahon 

Springer 

Harden 

Mailliard 

Staggers 

Hardy 

Marshall 

Steed 

Harrison,  Nebr. 

Martin,  Iowa 

Sullivan 

Harrison,  Va. 

Matthews 

Talle 

Harrison,  Wyo. 

Merrill 

Teague 

Harvey 

Merrow 

Thompson,  Tex, 

Hays,  Ark. 

Metcalf 

Tollefson 

Hays,  Ohio 

Miller,  Kans. 

Trimble 

Hebert 

Miller,  Md. 

Tuck 

Heller 

Miller,  Nebr. 

Utt 

Eeselton 

Miller,  N.  Y. 

Van  Zandt 

Hess 

Mills 

Vorys 

Hiestand 

Mollohan 

Vursell 

Hill 

Morano 

Wain  wright 

Hillelson 

Morgan 

Walter 

Hillings 

Moss 

Wampler 

Hinshaw 

Moulder 

Warburton 

Hoeven 

Multer 

Watts 

Holifield 

Mumma 

Weichel 

Holmes 

Neal 

Westland 

Holt 

Norblad 

Whitten 

Holtzman 

O’Brien,  HI. 

Wickersham 

Hope 

O'Brien,  Mich. 

Widnall 

Horan 

O’Brien,  N.  Y. 

Wier 

Hosmer 

O’Hara,  Ill. 

Williams,  N.  Y. 

Howell 

O’Neil 

Wilson,  Calif. 

Hruska 

Osmers 

Wilson,  Ind. 

Hunter 

Ostertag 

Wolcott 

Hyde 

Patman 

Wolverton 

Jackson 

Patterson 

Yorty 

James 

Felly 

Young 

Jarman 

Perkins 

Younger 

Javits 

Pfost 

Zablocki 

Jenkins 

Pilcher 

NAYS— 75 

Abernethy 

Fisher 

Reed,  N.  Y. 

Alexander 

Forrester 

Rivers 

Bailey 

Fountain 

Robeson,  Va. 

Barden 

Gentry 

Rogers,  Fla. 

Bentsen 

Gross 

Rogers,  Tex. 

Bishop 

Haley 

Scrivner 

Bonner 

Hand 

Selden 

Brooks,  La. 

Harris 

Shafer 

Burleson 

Herlong 

Sheehan 

Carlyle 

Hoffman,  Mich. 

Short 

Clardy  . 

Jonas,  HI. 

Shuford 

Celevenger 

Jones,  Mo. 

Simpson,  HI. 

Cole,  Mo. 

Jones,  N.  C. 

Smith,  Kans. 

Cole,  N.  Y. 

Landrum 

Smith,  Va. 

Colmer 

Long 

Smith,  Wis. 

Coudert 

Lyle 

Sutton 

Curtis,  Mo. 

Mason 

Taber 

Davis,  Ga. 

Murray 

Thomas 

Dempsey 

Nicholson 

Thompson,  La. 

Dondero 

Norrell 

Thompson, 

Dorn,  S.  C. 

Passman 

Mich. 

Dowdy 

Patten 

Van  Pelt 

Engle 

Eeed,  HI. 

Velde 

Wharton  Willis  Withrow 

Wheeler  Wilson,  Tex. 

Williams,  Miss.  Winstead 


NOT  VOTING— 45 


Adair 

Golden 

O’Hara,  Minn. 

Becker 

Green 

O’Konski 

Blatnik 

Hale 

Philbin 

Buckley 

Hart 

Phillips 

Busbey 

Hoffman,  Ill. 

Regan 

Bush 

Ikard 

St.  George 

Chaham 

Kearney 

Secrest 

Chiperfleld 

Lucas 

Simpson,  Pa. 

Chudoff 

McVey 

Stauffer 

Dies 

Mack,  HI. 

StringfeUow 

Dolliver 

Meader 

Taylor 

Donovan 

Miller,  Calif. 

Thornberry 

Fino 

Morrison 

Vinson 

Fogarty 

Nelson 

Wigglesworth 

Frelinghuysen 

Oakman 

Yates 

So  the  bill 

was  passed. 

The  Clerk 

announced 

the  following 

pairs : 

On  this  vote : 

Mr.  Frelinghuysen  for,  with  Mr.  Dies 
against. 

Mr.  Thornberry  for,,  with  Mr.  Hoffman  of 
Illinois  against. 

Mrs.  St.  George  for,  with  Mr.  McVey 
against. 

Until  further  notice: 

Mr.  Wigglesworth  with  Mr.  Morrison. 

Mr.  Taylor  with  Mr.  Chatham. 

Mr.  Stringfellow  with  Mr.  Fogarty. 

Mr.  Simpson  of  Pennsylvania  with  Mr. 
Buckley. 

Mr.  Bush  with  Mr.  Chudoff. 

Mr.  Becker  with  Mr.  Blatnik. 

Mr.  Adair  with  Mr.  Hart. 

Mr.  Stauffer  with  Mr.  Green. 

Mr.  Kearney  with  Mr.  Secrest. 

Mr.  Fino  with  Mr.  Heard. 

Mr.  Dolliver  with  Mr.  Lucas. 

Mr.  Oakman  with  Mr.  Yates. 

Mr.  Nelson  with  Mr.  Vinson. 

Mr.  Chiperfleld  with  Mr.  Regan. 

Mr.  Golden  with  Mr.  Mack  of  Illinois. 

Mr.  Hale  with  Mr.  Miller  of  California. 

Mr.  O’Hara  of  Minnesota  with  Mr.  Philbin. 

Mr.  Phillips  with  Mr.  Donovan. 

The  result  of  the  vote  was  announced 
as  above  recorded. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Speaker,  I  ask  unani¬ 
mous  consent  to  take  from  the  Speaker’s 
table  for  immediate  consideration  the 
bill  (S.  2112)  to  provide  for  the  transfer 
of  price-support  wheat  to  Pakistan, 
which  is  similar  to  the  bill  just  passed. 
If  this  consent  is  granted  I  shall  offer  an 
amendment  to  make  the  bills  identical. 

The  SPEAKER.  Is  there  objection  to 
the  present  consideration  of  the  Senate 
bill? 

There  was  no  objection. 

4  The  Clerk  read  the  title  of  the  bill. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows : 

Be  it  enacted,  etc.,  That,  notwithstanding 
the  provisions  of  any  other  law,  the  Commod¬ 
ity  Credit  Corporation  is  authorized  and 
directed  to  make  available  to  the  President 
out  of  wheat  stocks  acquired  through  price- 
support  operations  not  to  exceed  1  million 
long  tons  of  wheat,  during  the  period  ending 
June  30,  1954,  for  transfer  to  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  Pakistan  upon  such  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  as  the  President  determines  appro¬ 
priate,  of  which  700,000  tons  may  be  made 
available  in  order  to  alleviate  starvation  and 
mass  suffering  threatened  by  famine  condi¬ 
tions  in  Pakistan  and  not  to  exceed  300,000 
tons  to  provide  such  reserve  supply,  as  he 
may  determine  to  be  a  necessary  supplement 
to  such  emergency  assistance.  Commodity 
Credit  Corporation  shall  deliver  the  wheat  on 
hoard  vessels  in  United  States  ports  as  di¬ 
rected  by  the  President.  At  least  50  percent 
of  the  gross  tonnage  of  wheat  made  available 
under  this  act  and  transported  from  the 
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United  States  on  ocean  vessels  shall  be  so 
transported  on  United  States  flag  vessels  to 
the  extent  practicable  and  to  the  extent  such 
vessels  are  available  at  market  rates  for 
United  States  flag  vessels. 

Sec.  2.  For  the  purpose  of  making  pay¬ 
ments  to  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
for  commodities  disposed  of  hereunder,  there 
are  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated, 
out  of  any  moneys  in  the  Treasury  not  other¬ 
wise  appropriated,  such  sums  as  are  equal 
to  the  Corporation’s  investment  in  such  com¬ 
modities,  including  handling  costs,  plus  the 
costs  incurred  in  making  deliveries  here¬ 
under.  Any  funds  or  other  assets  available 
to  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  may  be 
used,  in  advance  of  such  appropriation  or 
payments,  for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of 
this  act. 

Sec.  3.  No  assistance  under  authority  of 
this  act  shall  be  made  available  until  an 
agreement  is  entered  into  between  Pakistan 
and  the  United  States  containing  the  fol¬ 
lowing  undertakings,  and  any  others  the 
President  may  determine  to  be  desirable  to 
carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  act,  on  the 
part  of  Pakistan : 

(a)  To  distribute  the  supplies  made  availa¬ 
ble  under  this  act  among  the  people  of 
Pakistan  without  discrimination  and  to  pro¬ 
vide  such  supplies  free  of  cost  to  persons  who, 
by  virtue  of  circumstances  beyond  their  con¬ 
trol,  are  unable  to  pay  for  them. 

(b)  To  give  full  and  continuous  publicity 
in  Pakistan  to  the  assistance  furnished  by 
the  United  States. 

(c)  To  permit  persons  designated'  by  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  to  observe 
without  restriction  the  distribution  in  Pak¬ 
istan  of  supplies  made  available  under  au¬ 
thority  of  this  act. 

(d)  To  deposit  in  a  special  account 
amounts  of  the  currency  of  Pakistan  equiva¬ 
lent  to  the  amounts  of  such  currency  accru¬ 
ing  to  the  Government  of  Pakistan  from  the 
import  and  sale  of  commodities  furnished  as 
a  grant  hereunder,  this  account  to  be  util¬ 
ized  as  may  be  agreed  upon  by  the  United 
States  and  the  Government  of  Pakistan  for 
the  benefit  of  the  people  of  Pakistan  in  pro¬ 
grams  to  increase  food  production  and  in 
other  projects  and  programs  in  the  mutual 
interest  of  the  United  States  and  Pakistan. 

(e)  To  allocate  to  the  use  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  the  United  States  5  percent  of  the 
local  currency  account  established  in  sub¬ 
section  (d)  for  use,  in  accordance  with  appli¬ 
cable  United  States  laws,  for  local  currency 
requirements  of  the  United  States  including 
administrative  and  operating  expenses  in 
Pakistan  in  connection  with  assistance  sup¬ 
plied  by  the  United  States. 

(f)  To  pursue  all  appropriate  measures  to 
reduce  its  relief  needs  and  to  increase  pro¬ 
duction  and  supply  and  improve  distribution 
of  foodstuffs  within  Pakistan  so  as  to  lessen 
the  danger  of  similar  emergencies  in  the 
future. 

Sec.  4.  All  or  any  part  of  the  assistance 
provided  hereunder  shall  be  terminated  by 
the  President  whenever  he,  or  Congress  by 
concurrent  resolution,  determines  that  be¬ 
cause  of  changed  conditions  continuation 
of  assistance  is  unnecesary  or  undesirable. 
Termination  of  assistance  to  Pakistan  under 
this  section  may  include  the  termination  of 
deliveries  of  all  supplies  scheduled  under  this 
act  and  not  yet  delivered. 

Sec.  5.  Nothing  contained  in  this  act  shall 
affect  the  applicability  of  section  1415  of  the 
Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1953,  or 
other  provisions  of  law  to  the  local  currency 
allocated  to  the  use  of  the  United  States  in 
accordance  with  the  agreement  provided  for 
in  section  3. 

Mr.  HOPE.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  offer  an 
amendment. 

The  Clerk  read  as  follows: 


Amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Hope:  Page  3, 
line  9,  after  the  words  “furnished  by  the’’ 
insert  “people  of  the.” 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time,  was  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed,  and  a  motion  to  reconsider  was 
laid  on  the  table. 

By  unanimous  consent,  the  proceed¬ 
ings  whereby  the  bill  H.  R.  5659  was 
passed  were  vacated  and  that  bill  was 
laid  on  the’ table. 


(.FURTHER  MESSAGE  FROM  THE 
SENATE 

further  message  from  the  Senate, 
by  M\  Ast,  one  of  its  clerks,  announced 
that  the  Senate  agrees  to  the  amend¬ 
ments  of  the  House  to  bills  and  a  joint 
resolutiory.  of  the  Senate  of  the  following 
titles : 

S.  2032.  AiVact  to  modernize  the  charter 
of  Washington^ Gas  light  Co.,  and  for  other 
purposes; 

S.  1839.  An  actyto  amend  section  32  of  the 
Fire  and  CasualtyVAct,  so  as  to  provide  that 
an  agent  or  solicitoj  may  secure  a  license  to 
solicit  accident  andNhealth  insurance  in  the 
District  of  Columbiafunder  that  act  with¬ 
out  taking  the  prescribed  examination,  if  he 
is  licensed  under  the  Life  Insurance  Act;  and 

S.  Con.  Res.  25.  Concurrent  resolution  fav¬ 
oring  the  granting  of  th^. status  of  perma- , 
nent  residence  to  certain  aliens. 

The  message  also  announced  that  the 
Senate  agrees  to  the  reportSpf  the  com¬ 
mittee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing 
votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  Senate  to  the  bi!l/(H.  R. 
4654)  entitled  “An  act  to  provide  for  the 
exemption  from  the  Annual  .’ana  Sick 
Leave  Act  of  1951  of  certain  officers  in 
the  executive  branch  of  the  Government, 
and  for  other  purposes.”  T  \ 


spend  more  Federal  money  to  expand  the 
Tennessee  Valley  Authority  as  an  example 
of  creeping  socialism. 

The  President  emphasized  at  his  news  con¬ 
ference  that  he  is  not  out  to  destroy  /TVA. 
But  he  said  we  have  reached  this  curious 
point  in  socialistic  theory  that  all  the'Nation 
should  provide  funds  for  one  region  so  that 
it  can  take  industries  away  from  .Other  sec¬ 
tions  of  the  country. 

Eisenhower’s  views,  given  in  response  to  a 
reporter’s  question,  came  as  jthe  House  of 
Representatives  was  engaged  in  a  2-day 
struggle  over  the  very  point'  he  discussed — 
whether  funds  shall  be  /appropriated  for 
steam  plants  to  expand  /the  electric-power 
potential  of  the  TVA. 

CITES  “OBLIGATION”  ARGUMENT 

The  President  pointed  out  that  someone — 
Identified  only  as  ‘/they” — had  argued  that 
the  Federal  Government  had  an  obligation 
to  spend  more  n/ney  for  power  production 
in  the  region. 

“They”  contended,  he  said,  that  since  the 
Federal  Government  had  seized  and  was 
creating  a  Monopoly  in  power  there,  it  was 
impossible  for  that  locality  to  expand  unless 
the  Federal  Government  gave  the  agency 
more  money. 

“They*’  argued,  the  President  said,  that 
the  region  needed  more  power  because  in¬ 
dustries  from  New  England  and  other  sec¬ 
tions  wanted  to  move  into  the  Tennessee 
Valley  to  get  cheap  power,  but  couldn’t  do 
sf$  unless  the  supply  were  increased. 

CALLED  AN  EXPERIMENT 

It  seems  to  him,  Eisenhower  said,  that  we 
have  to  have  some  kind  of  reevaluation  of 
all  these  things.  He  recalled  that  he  has  said 
a  thousand  times  that  he  is  not  out  to  de¬ 
stroy  TVA. 

He  described  it  as  an  experiment,  but  said 
that  if  it  is  repeated  in  other  areas  of  the 
country,  he  wants  the  local  people  to  have 
a  greater  interest  and  greater  voice  in  it. 

That  attitude,  he  said,  is  what  he  calls 
the  middle-of-the-road  trend,  in  opposition 
to  the  socialistic  idea  that  the  central  gov¬ 
ernment  is  the  controlling  factor  in  every 
one  of  these  great  economic  things. 

Although  the  President  gave  no  clue  to 


TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY  /who  “they”  were  who  made  the  TVA  argu- 


(Mr.  GAVIN  asked  and  was  given  per¬ 
mission  to  address  t/e  House  for  1  min¬ 
ute  and  to  revise,  and  extend  his  re¬ 
marks  and  include  a  newspaper  story 
and  an  editorial.) 

Mr.  GAVIN.  /Mr.  Speaker,  recently  in 
the  debate  on/the  appropriation  for  the 
TVA,  my  veny  good  and  able  friend,  Mr. 
ABERNETHY/of  Mississippi,  who  I  greatly 
admire,  called  to  the  attention  of  the 
House  what  President  Eisenhower  had 
to  say  before  the  election  about  the  TVA. 

At  that  time  I  questioned  my  good 
frieryl  and  stated  that  I  was  quite  cer- 
taii/  President  Eisenhower  did  not  talk 
>ut  any  steam  power  plants  for  the 
A. 

Recently  the  Courier  Journal  in  Louis¬ 
ville  ran  a  story  on  this  matter  and  here 
are  the  headlines,  “Ike  Calls  Plan  To 
Expand  TVA  Creeping  Socialism.” 

I  am  placing  this  news  article  in  the 
Record  so  all  can  read  just  how  Presi¬ 
dent  Eisenhower  feels  about  this  matter: 

[From  the  Louisville  Courier- Journal  of 
June  18,  1953] 

Ike  Calls  Plan  To  Expand  TVA  Creeping 
Socialism 

(By  Robert  L.  Riggs) 

Washington,  June  17. — President  Eisen¬ 
hower  said  today  he  regards  the  proposal  to 


fnents  to  him,  the  principal  advocate  who 
pleaded  recently  with  Eisenhower  for  power 
expansion  in  that  region  was  Kentucky’s 
Republican  Senator,  John  Sherman  Cooper. 

Copper  declined  today  to  comment  on 
Eisenhower’s  press  conference  statement 
about  peeping  socialism,  but  he  did  outline 
the  arguments  he  presented  to  the  President 
at  a  breakfast  conference  in  the  White  House 
May  12. 

4D  CUT  $30  MILLION 

At  the  tini^  Cooper  made  his  breakfast 
visit,  Eisenhovter’s  Budget  Director  had  cut 
from  ex-President  Truman’s  proposed  budget 
for  TVA  $30  million  for  a  steam  plant  at 
Fulton,  Tenn.,  30  fpiles  from  Memphis.  The 
budget  director  half  cut  out  funds  for  an 
additional  unit  at  th/Kingston  steam  plant, 
though  leaving  in  money  for  another  unit  at 
the  John  Sevier  steamplant. 

Cooper  believes  it  was  \his  exposition  that 
caused  the  President  to\put  back  in  the 
budget  the  money  for  th\  Kingston  unit. 
The  House  Appropriations  C&pimittee  agreed 
with  the  President  in  turningSdown  the  new 
plant  at  Fulton  and  in  providing  funds  for 
the  additional  units  at  Kingstdn  and  John 
Sevier.  \ 

The  House  this  afternoon  rejected  a  move 
to  give  the  TVA  $30  million  extraXto  start 
work  on  the  Fulton  plant.  Members  also 
turned  down  a  countermove  to  cuft.  TVA 
funds  of  $17.8  million  and  thus  block  plans  to 
build  additional  steam-generating  units,  at 
the  Kingston  and  John  Sevier  plants. 
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^  SAYS  HE  PRESENTED  ARGUMENT 
Cooper  said  it  was  He  who  presented  to 
Eisenhower  the  argument  that  the  Federal 
Government  has  an  obligation  to  expand  the 
power -production  facilities  of  the  TVA. 

"I  took  this  position  on  TVA,”  Cooper 
said.  “It’s  established — it’s  there.  By  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Congress,  in  1939,  the  TVA  be¬ 
came  a  monopoly,  when  it  bought  up  all  the 
privately  owned  public-utilities  companies 
of  the  area — those  \epresented  by  Wendell 
Willkie. 

“The  effect  of  that  purchase  of  the  com¬ 
panies  was  to  take  awaysfrom  the  area  any 
chance  for  expansion  bX  privately  owned 
utilities.  So  the  people  of  -the  region  have 
a  right  to  look  to  Congress  for  a  normal  ex¬ 
pansion,  just  as  people  in  other  areas  look 
to  privately  owned  companies  '.to  expend 
when  they  need  more  power.  \ 

“The  President,  by  approving  the  Kingston 
and  John  Sevier  units,  recognized  my  point 
that  Congress,  having  created  the  power 
monopoly  in  the  valley,  has  an  obligation  to 
expand  the  power  production. 

“WHAT  SHALL  LIMITS  BE? 

“The  problem  facing  the  President  and 
the  rest  of  us  is:  what  shall  the  limits  of 
the  area  be?  You  could  keep  on  expanding 
indefinitely.  If  you  had  eight  such  valley 
authorities  in  the  country,  and  all  expanded 
without  limit,  you  soon  would  have  all  the 
Nation  supplied  by  Federal  authorities  and 
no  more  privately  owned  utilities. 

“I’m  not  for  that.  I  think  we  might  have 
one  more  valley  authority  out  West,  to  serve 
as  another  experimental  workshop,  to  serve 
as  TVA  has — as  a  comparison.  TVA  has  kept 
rates  low  and  given  a  demonstration  in  a 
difficult  field. 

“It’s  a  question  in  my  mind  whether  the 
Fulton  steam  plant  near  Memphis  would  rep¬ 
resent  normal  expansion.  I  urged  the  Presi¬ 
dent  to  include  it.  But  I  believe  he  may 
have  been  wise  to  omit  it  for  the  time  being. 

“If,  in  another  year,  normal  expansion  ap¬ 
pears  to  call  for  the  new  plant  at  Fulton,  we 
can  advocate  its  construction.” 

SMOTHERED  WITH  LOVE 

Representative  Noble  J.  Gregory,  a  Demo¬ 
crat  from  Mayfield,  in  the  heart  of  the  TVA 
region  of  .Kentucky,  who  was  largely  respon¬ 
sible  for  construction  of  Kentucky  Dam  at 
Gilbertsville,  put  his  reaction  to  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  remarks  in  one  sentence. 

Told  that  Eisenhower  had  said  he  was  for 
TVA,  but  against  the  creeping  socialism  that 
would  go  with  expanding  it,  Gregory  said: 

"The  President  is  smothering  TVA  with  his 
love.” 

Cooper’s  Democratic  fellow  Senator  from 
Kentucky,  Earle  C.  Clements,  said: 

“It’s  very  disturbing  to  me  to  find  anyone 
in  the  Government  who  would  wanf’to  take 
any  action  which  would  retard  the  industrial 
development  of  the  TVA  region;  of  which 
Kentucky  is  a  part.” 

[From  the  Nashville  Tennessean  of  June 
20,  1953  J- 

Come  and  See,  Mb.  President 
Although  Mr.  David' Lllienthal  has  won 
prominence  in  recent  years  as  a  defender  of 
bigness  in  business,  TVA  is  his  first  love, 
and  he  is  still  ready  to  defend  it  with  his  old- 
time  effectiveness. 

With  all  the /vigor  that  marked  his  service 
as  chairman  at  the  TVA  board,  he  has  taken 
issue  with/ President  Eisenhower’s  bland 
statementihat  he  considers  TVA  as  a  shin¬ 
ing  example  of  what  is  meant  by  "creeping 
sociali  " 

trouble  with  the  President,  Mr.  Lilien- 
tha/ observes,  is  that  he  doesn’t  know  what 
is  talking  about.  And  the  best  way  to 
it  the  facts  is  to  visit  the  region  and  study 
('the  workings  of  the  great  experiment  which, 
in  Mr.  Lilienthal’s  opinion,  is  about  as  so- 
socialistlc  as  the  Panama  Canal. 
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At  last  reports  the  Republican  national 
administration  had  launched  upon  no  cam¬ 
paign  to  ruin  the  effectiveness  of  the  canal, 
which  resulted  from  vigorous  leadership  of 
an  earlier  Republican  President,  and  ulti¬ 
mately  turn  it  over  to  private  industry. 

President  Eisenhower  talks  a  good  deal 
about  decentralization  of  Federal  functions 
away  from  Washington  in  a  partnership  with 
State,  county,  and  local  communities. 

But  if  you  were  looking  for  a  better  ex¬ 
ample  of  such  a  program,  says  Mr.  Lllienthal, 
you  would  find  it  in  the  TVA. 

“In  that  region,”  he  adds,  “the  President 
will  find  about  the  finest  example  of  in¬ 
dividualism  and  individual  enterprise  to  be 
found  anywhere.” 

And  he  might  have  reminded  that  “free 
enterprise”  in  the  Valley  region  stands  firm¬ 
ly  in  support  of  that  which  the  Republican 
leader  condemns. 

President  Eisenhower  clearly  needs  to  be 
informed  about  the  subject  he  discusses  on 
so  many  occasions  and  in  such  a  confusing 
and  conflicting  manner,  and  there  is  per¬ 
haps  no  better  man  for  the  role  of  educator 
than  Mr.  Lllienthal  himself.  Having  begun 
•.the  process  of  enlightenment,  he  will  serve 
She  South  and  the  Nation  well  by  a  continu¬ 
ing  course  of  instruction. 

\  / 

WHY*  BOTTLE  UP  IN  THE  RULES 
COMMITTEE  A  MORAL  COMMIT- 
MENT'NH.  R.  1,  AND  THEN  INSIST 
ON  REPORTING  AN  IMMORAL 
PROPOSAL,  THE  EXCESS-PROFITS 
TAX?  \ 

(Mr.  REED  of  .  New  York  asked  and 
was  given  permission  to  address  the 
House  for  1  minute  and' to  revise  and  ex¬ 
tend  his  remarks  andlnclude  extraneous 
matter.)  /  \ 

Mr.  REED  of  New  Yorfc.  Mr.  Speak¬ 
er,  I  again  call  to  the  attention  of  the 
Members  of  the  House  that;  each  prom¬ 
ised  a  reduction  of  individual  income 
taxes  to  his  constituents  if  they  would 
vote  for  him  to  represent  therrf\in  the 
House  of  Representatives.  This  was  last 
November  1952.  Each  of  you  soughVthe 
ballots  of  the  sovereign  citizens  in  ydur 


to  reduce  the  income  taxes  is  to 
office  under  false  pretense.  Failure , 
honor  promises  made  to  get  votes  rg/ses 
the  question  of  national  security. 

How  far  can  sovereign  citizen^  trust 
their  liberties  to  the  hands  of  those  who 
are  false  to  the  promises  made  to  ob¬ 
tain  power? 

The  bill,  H.  R.  1,  to  reduce  individual 
income  taxes,  11  percent,  now  held  in 
the  Rules  Committee,  which  by  its  terms 
would  become  effective  on  July  1,  1953, 
will,  if  not  enacted  into  law  by  July  1, 
deprive  30  million  taxpayers  subject  to 
the  withholding  tax  of  11  percent  tax 
reduction  on  that  date. 

We  hear  offered  as  an  excuse  for  not 
passing  H.  R.  1  that  the  benefit  of  tax 
reduction  will  come  automatically  on 
December  31,  1953.  This  means  that  by 
political  chicanery  50  million  taxpayers 
will  be  swindled  out  of  $1,500,000,000. 
Instead  of  our  taxpayers  being  relieved  of 
this  crushing  burden,  this  amount  with 
other  funds  will  go  to  enable  Great  Brit¬ 
ain  to  further  lower  her  taxes.  This 
sum  so  lost  to  our  taxpayers  can  never 
be  regained. 

Now  then,  what  does  the  leadership  of 
the  House  propose  instead  of  a  tax  re¬ 
duction  in  discharge  of  a  moral  obliga¬ 
tion?  It  urges  the  enactment  of  a  tax 
increase  by  means  of  an  immoral,  in¬ 
iquitous  excess-profits  tax,  which  has 
been  indicted,  condemned,  as  a  vicious 
tax  by  every  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
since  June  30,  1919,  until  approved  and 
urged  by  the  present  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

This  proposed  excess-profits  tax  is  de¬ 
structive  to  the  life  and  expansion  of  our 
economy  as  a  cancer  eating  at  the  vitals 
of  a  human  body. 

The  excess-profits  tax  acts  as  a  cut¬ 
throat  to  small  business,  knifes  every 
business  that  tries  to  expand,  destroys 
potential  payrolls,  promotes  extrava¬ 
gance  and  waste  and  penalizes  the  well 
managed  and  efficient  industry. 

To  pass  the  excess-profits  tax  to  ob- 


congressional  district  on  your  solemn 
promise.  Not  one  of  you  would  be  here’ .  tain  the  insignificant  revenue  it  would 
&s  a  Representative  in  the  greatest  leg-  produce  if  any  would  be  as  senseless  and 


islative  body  in  the  world  had  you  prom¬ 
ised  your  constituents  not  to  reduce  taxes 
and  not  to  reduce  expenditures. 

To  make  sure  that  the  Republican  Par¬ 
ty  and  all  candidates  whether  Republican 
or  Democrat  would  have  an  early  op¬ 
portunity  to  reduce  taxes  and  keep  their 
pledge,  I  introduced  H.  R.  1  on  the  open¬ 
ing  day  of  this  83d  Congress. 

It  was  introduced  with  the  approval 
of  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  as  the  No.  1  bill,  H.  R.  1. 
It  was  referred  to  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee.  Without  delay  the  commit¬ 
tee  reported  the  bill  favorably  by  a  vote 
of  21  to  4.  I  asked  the  chairman  of  the 
Rules  Committee  in  writing  for  a  rule 
to  bring  H.  R.  1  to  the  floor  for  a  vote. 
I  received  no  reply.  Again  I  asked  in 
writing  to  be  heard  for  a  rule  to  bring 
H.  R.  1  to  the  floor  for  action.  A  reply 
in  writing  came  refusing  my  request. 

These  steps  were  taken  by  me  as 
chairman  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Com¬ 
mittee  by  direction  and  motion  of  the 
committee.  The  prompt  enactment  of 
H.  R.  1  raises  a  high  moral  obligation. 
To  repudiate  and  dishonor  the  promise 


immoral  as  to  license  a  bootlegger  to  op¬ 
erate  on  condition  that  he  divide  the 
profits  with  the  Treasury. 

Herb,  is  what  past  Secretaries  of  the 
Treasury  have  had  to  say  about  the  ex¬ 
cess-profit^  tax. 

Secretary-pf  the  Treasury  Glass  in  his 
report  for  the.fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1919,  after  thehjid  of  World  War  I,  made 
the  following  statement: 

The  Treasury’s  objections  to  the  excess- 
profits  tax,  even  as  a,  war  expedient  *  *  * 
have  been  repeatedly  voiced  before  the  com¬ 
mittees  of  the  Congress.'.  Still  more  objec¬ 
tionable  is  the  operation  of. the  excess-profits 
tax  in  peacetimes.  It  encourages  wasteful 
expenditures,  puts  a  premium  on  overcapi¬ 
talization,  and  a  penalty  on  brains,  energy, 
and  enterprise,  discourages  new  ventures,  and 
confirms  old  ventures  in  their  monopolies. 


the 

the 


Secretary  Houston  in  his  report! 
fiscal  year  ended  June  30, 1920,  u: 
repeal  of  the  excess-profits  tax: 

The  reason  for  the  repeal  of  the 
profits  tax  should  be  convincing  even  to  thosi 
who,  on  grounds  of  theory  or  general  political ' 
philosophy,  are  in  favor  of  taxes  of  this 
nature.  The  tax  does  not  attain  in  practice 
the  theoretical  end  at  which  it  aims.  It  dis- 
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HIGHLIGHTS:  House  committee  ordered  reported  Fj£A  reorganization  bill.  House 
passed  trip-leasing  bill*  Senate  concurred  in  rouse  amendment  on  wheat-for-Pakis- 
tan  bill.  Ready  for  President,  \enate  committee  ordered  reported  trade  agree¬ 
ments  bill. 


SENATE 


1.  WHEAT;  FOREIGN  AID.  Agreed  to  House  amendment  to  S.  2112,  providing  for  the 
transfer  of  1  million  tons  of  price-supported  wheat  to  Pakistan  (p.  73^-6), 
This  bill  will  now  be  sent  to  the  President, 


2.  WAR  POWERS.  Passed  without  amendment  H»R.  2557  >  to  extend  title  2  of  the  First 
ar  Pox/ers  Act  (contract  authority  of  the  President )  \hroiigh  June  30,  195U  (pp. 
7 3I4.7 -1;9 ) .  This  bill  will  now  be  sent  to  the  President^ 

,  /  V  \ 

3 ®  SUBMERGED  LAI'HS.  Continued  debate  on  S,  1901,  to  provide  "for  U*S.  jurisdiction 
over  the  submerged  lands  of  the  outer  Continental  Shelf,  adopting  a  Hill  amend¬ 
ment  earmarking  revenue  from  this  bill  for  national  defense  expenses  during  the 
national  emergency,  and  afterwards  for  educational  grants-in-aid  (pp.  73^7, 


7350.  7356-8^,  7388-93) 


\ 


\ 


Ij..  FOREIGX  TRADE.  The  Finance  Committee  ordered  reported  (but  did  not  actually  re- 
with  amendments  H«R.  5^95,  to  extend  for  I  year  the  President \s  authority 
to,  enter  into  reciprocal  trade  agreements.  The  "Daily  Digest"  states-:  "lajor 
endments  adopted  by  the  committee  would  (l)  delete  from  the  bill  that  section 
ncreasing  membership  of  the  Tariff  Commission  from  6  to  7,  (2)  provide  that  in 
those  cases  where  the  law  requires  submission  of  a  report  to  the  President,  tie 
decisions  shall  be  reported  to  the' President,  and  (3)  provide  certain  modifica¬ 
tions  to  title  3  °f  the  bill  dealing  with  the  establishment  of  a  Commission  on 
Foreign  Economic  Policy,"  (p.  D605«) 
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5.  ELE&TRI FICaTIOI^  Sen.  Kefauver  spoke  on  the  purposes  and  contributions  of  TVA, 
including  it^  effect  on  the  agricultural  program  of  the  Tennessee  Valley,  and 
stated  that  TVA  was  "the  best  friend-  private  enterprise  ever  had"  (pp.  7350-56). 


HOUSE 


\ 


6.  FCA  REORGANIZATION.  The  Agriculture  Committee  ordered  reported  (but  did  not 
actually  repd.rt)  H.R.  4353,  "the  FCA  reorganization  bill.  The  "Daily  Digest'.’ 
states,  "The  bf.ll  was  amended  so  as  to  contain  most  of  the  revisions  proposed 
by  the  Department  of  Agriculture  and  incorporated  in  H.R.  5359*  a  clean  bill 
that  was  being  considered  in  lieu  af  H.R,  4,353»M  (p.  d6o6)  /  -  ;  . 

V 


7.  TRANSPORTATION,-  Passed  as  reported  H.R.  3203,  the  trip-leasing  bill  (pp.  7402- 
3Q) .  .  TRe  bill  would  vacate  that  portion  of  an  ICC  order  j?mich  .prohibits  motor- 
vehicle  leases  of  less  than  30  days,,  and  would  deny  to  the  Commission  for  the 
future  the  .-power  to  issue  orders  which  seek  to  control  the  duration,  of  such 
leases.  Re j ected, ,  38-136,  an  amendment  by  Rep.  Hinshhw  that  would. huve  exempted 
.trucks  from  ICG  regulations  on  their  current  trip  (as  to  duration  of  trip  and 
price)  if  their  preceding  haul  had  been  composed  of  agricultural  or  other  ^ 


exempt  commodities  (pp.  74l9**29). 


.8*  HOUSING.  The  Rules  Committee  reported  a  resolution  providing  for  the  considera¬ 
tion  of  H.R.  5456,  to  extend  to  June  30.  1954,  the  direct  home  and  farmhouse 
loan  authority  of  the  Administrator  of  Veterans1  Affairs  u. der  title  3  of  the 
Servicemen’s  Readjustment  Act  of  1944  (pp.  7397  ,  74^1-42). 


9.  PERSONNEL •  Agreed  to  the  Senate  amendment  to  H.R.  4126,  to  continue  employee 
war-risk  hazard  and  detention  benefit’s  until  July  1,  1954  (p*  7402).  This  bill 
will  now  be  sent  to  the  President. 


10.  POSTAL  RATES,  The  Post  Office  and  Civil  Serti.ce  Committee  ordered  reported  (but 
did  not  actually  report)  S,  971,  to  authorize  films  and  related  material  for 


educational  use,  to  be  transmitted  through  the  trails  at  the  rate  provided  for 
,  books. (p.  D607). 


S 

A 


11.  ELECTRIFICATION.  The  Public  orlcs  Coimiittee  ordered  reported  (but  did  not  actual 
ly  report)  H.R.  4351,  authorizing  Niagara  River  powbp  development . by  private 
enterprise  (pp,  D607-08).  ■  \ 


12*  ST,  LA  RBNCE  "BA  AY.  Rep.  Bailey  spoke  against  this  project,  claiming  that  it 
would  bring  seripUs  harm  to  .  Va.  (pi  74.00), 


\ 


•  /  *  ,  \ 

13.  EXPENDITURES .  /Rep.  Scott  urged  a  cut  in  Government  expenses 'find  support  of  the 
.  president’s  program  to  balance  the  budget  (p.  7401).  \ 


14.  APPROPRIATIONS .  Rep.  Roosevelt  urged  that  House  conferees  be  appointed  on  H.R. 
46o3,  first  independent  offices  appropriation  bill  for  1954,  so  that  action 
could  be  completed  on  this  bill  (The  Senate  appointed  conferees  on 9  ay  20) 

(p.  7401).  •  .  \ 


ITEi  S  IN  APPENDIX 


.:-5v  PERSONNEL .  extension  of  remarks  of  Sen.  Butler  on  "policy- inf luencing"  positions 
1  ,  -  in  the  Government,  including  two  mews paper  editorials  on  this  subject,  one  of 

which  states  that  in  the  Dent,  nf  Ad-ri  mil -t-nra  oin>iQ  +■#-> 


in  the  Dept,  of  Agriculture  alone  20  top  posts  related  to 
policy  are  under  civil  service"  (pp.  A3971-2). 
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T.  18  N„  R.  25  E„  sections  2,  4,  6,  8,  10,  12, 
14^  and  10;  sections  17,  S  y2  SE  V4  and  SE'/i 
SWU;  sections  18,  20,  21,  and  22;  section 
23,  and  SW'ANW'A;  section  24,  all;  sec¬ 
tion  25^  N^NEiy4;  section  26,  all;  section  27, 
W'/2NW%  and  NE14NE14;  section  28,  all; 
section  2a,  S'/2SE'/4,  NEy4SEi/4,  and  SE'/4- 
NE',4;  sections  30,  32,  33,  and  34;  section  35, 
SWy4  and  SW'/4SE%;  section  36,  all; 

T.  18  N.,  R.  76  E.,  section  2,  all;  section  4, 
Wy2NW>4  and  '  NW'^SW'A;  section  6,  all; 
section  8,  N W  >4 ,  'W  y2  NE '4 ,  N'/2SW'/4,  SW'/4 
SW'4,  and  NW44SE14:  sections  10  and  12; 
section  16,  NE'i  anckSE!4NW'/4;  section  18, 
all;  section  20.  E'/2,  S/$wy4,  and  NE^SW'A; 
sections  22,  24,  26,  28,  3tl,  32,  34,  and  36; 

T.  18  N.,  R.  27  E.,  sections  1,  2,  4,  6,  and  8; 
section  9,  S'4;  sections  lb,,  through  16,  in¬ 
clusive;  section  18,  all;  section  19,  S'4;  sec¬ 
tions  20  through  28,  inclusive  sections  33 
through  36,  inclusive; 

T.  18  N.  R.  28  E.,  section  5,  SE^SE^, 
NW  y4 SW  V4 ,  and  SW'4  NW'4;  sectiOp  6,  W>/2, 
SE'4,  Sy2NEi4,  and  NW'4NE'4;  section  7, 
all;  section  8,  all  except  NW'4NE'4;  spction 
9,  SE'4SW'4  and  E'4SE'4;  section  15, 
S'4SW'4,  NE'4SW'4  ,  SE'4  NW'4,  and 
NW^NW1^;  sections  16  through  21,  inclu¬ 
sive;  section  22,  SW'4,  E  l/2  NW  4 ,  and 


NW'/i  and  NW'4  SW'4;  sections  11  and  12; 
section  13,  N'4  N'4  and  SE'4  NE'4;  section  14, 
NWy4,  NE'4,  Ny2SWy4,  SW'4  SW'4,  and 
Nwy4SEy4;  section  is,  Nyz,  Ny2sy2,  swy4- 
SW'4,  and  SE'4SE'4;  section  -  16,  SE'4, 
NE'4  NE'4,  S'4SW'4,  NE4SW14  and  E>4- 
NW'4;  section  17,  wy2wy2,  E'4NW'4,  NE'4- 
SW'4,  N14SE14,  and  S>/2sy2SEy4;  section  18, 
SE>4  and  N'/jSW1^;  section  20,  Ey2Wy2, 
NW4NW4.  SW4SW4,  NEy4NEy4,  sw%- 
NE14,  and  NW»4SE4;  section  21,  NE'4,  E>/2- 
NW'4,  SW4NW4,  N'4  SW'4,  SW'4  SW'4, 
*W'4SE'4,  and  SE'4  SE'4;  section  22, 

SW>/4NW‘/4,  NW'4,  and  NE'4NE'4;  section 
23,  NE'4  SE'4;  section  24,  NW  %  NE  >4 ;  section 
26,  N'4  NW'4;  section  30,  wy2SWy4;  section 
31,  Wy2  and  Wy2SEV4; 

T.  19  N.,  R.  29  E,  section  1,  all; 

section  2,  SE  4 ,  S«/2SW'4,  and  SE'4  NE'4; 
section  3,  S'4;  section  4,  SE  4 ;  section 
5,  wy2 ;  section  6,  all;  section  7,  all 

(except  SE'4SE>4;  section  8,  NW'4,  W y2 - 
NE'4,  Ny2SW'4,  and  NW'4SE'4;  section 

9,  E y2;  sections  10  through  14,  inclusive; 
section  15,  S'4,  NE'4,  and  E^NWii;  section 
16,  N'4NW'4,  and  SWi/4NWy4;  section  17, 


21,  W'/2;  section  22,  N'4  NE'4  and  Ey2NW%; 
sections  23  through  26,  inclusive;  section 
27,  Ey2Ei/2,  SWy4NEy4,  sy2NWy4/  and 
N'4SW'4;  section  28,  W'4 ;  sections  29 
through  32,  inclusive;  section  33,  Till  except 
NE'4  NE'4 1  section  34,  E'4NE>4;  Section  35, 
NW  Vi ,  NE4,  and  N'4SE'4;  section  36,  all. 

T.  20  N.,  R.  30  E.,  section/*  1  through  5, 
inclusive;  section  6,  Ei/2,  S'4SW'4,  sy2NW'4, 
and  NE14NW14;  sections  ,7  through  17,  in¬ 
clusive;  section  18,  /N'4,  SE'4,  and 

NE'/4SW'4;  section  19,  ^1  except  NW'4  NW'4; 
sections  20  through,  25,  inclusive;  section 
26,  NW'4  and  SE'4;/sections  27  through  33, 
inclusive;  sectiory'  34,  NW>/4 ,  SW'4,  and 
SE'4;  section  35,  all;  section  36,  NW'4, 
SW'4,  and  N'4.gE'4; 

T.  20  N.,  R./31  E.,  section  1,  all;  section  2, 
wy2,  Ey2SE%,  W'4NE'4,.  and  NE'4NE'4; 
sections  3  and  4;  section  5,  W  y2  NW  >4 ,  E'4, 
SE14SW4',  and  NW!4SW'4;  section  6,  all; 
section  A,  NWy4,  Wy2NEy4,  W'4  SW'4,  NE'4 
SW'4v-'and  NW'4SE'4;  section  8,  all  except 
NW'4'NW'4;  section  9,  all;  section  10,  NW'4, 
SW'4,  and  NE'4;  section  11,  E'/2,  SE'4NW'4, 
Ey2SW'4,  and  SW'4SW'4;  sections  12 


SE'4SE'4;  section  18,  E'/2NW'4  and  NE'4  through  14,  inclusive;  section  18,  Wy2Wy2; 
SW'4;  section  20.  E'4,  E'/2SW’4,  SW'4SW'4,  ^  section  22,  E'4;  sections  23  through  26,  inclu- 
and  SE'4NW'4;  sections  21  and  22;  section'  sive;  section  27,  all  except  NW'4NW'4;  sec- 


E'4W'4NW'4;  section  27,  SW'4  and  23,  NW'4,  W'/2SW'4,  NE'4SW'4,  Wy2NEJ4,  tion  28,  E'/2SE'4;  section  30,  W'4  W'4;  section 


W'4NW'4;  sections  28  through  33  inclusive; 
section  34,  W'/2  and  S'4SE'4;  section  35, 
SW'4SW'4,  SW'4SE'4,  E'/2SW'4,  and 

SE'4NW'4; 

T.  18  N.,  R.  29  E„  section  1,  all  except 
SW'4  SW'4;  section  2,  NE'4,  N'/2SE'4,  and 
NE'4NW'4;  section  3,  NE'4NW'4,  NW'4NE'4, 
S'/2SW'4,  and  NW'4SW'4;  section  4, 
SW'4  NE'4,  NE'4SE'4,  and  those  parts  of 
the  SE'4SE'4  and  NW'4SE'4  north  of  “LK” 
Lateral;  section  6,  N'4SE'4;  section  9, 
E'/2wy2  and  SE'4;  section  12,  NE'4, 

S'/2SE'4,  SE'4SWl4,  and  that  part  of  the 
NW'4  north  of  L  Line  Canal;  section  13, 
S'/2,  S'/2NW'4,  and  Ny2NE'4;  section  16, 
NE'4  and  N'/2SEi4;  section  18,  SE'4  SE'4; 
section  21.  SE'4;  section  24,  N'/2SW'4, 
SW'4SW'4,  NW'4SE'4,  NW'4,  W'/2NE'4,  and 
NE'4  NE'4;  section  25,  SW'4SE'4  and 
SE'4  SW'4;  section  26,  N'/2N'/2;  section  35, 
S'/2SE'4: 

T.  18  N„  R.  30  E.,  sections  1  through  10, 
inclusive;  sections  16  through  18,  inclusive; 
section  19,  E'/2,  E'/2W'/2,  and  NW'4NW'4; 
sections  20  and  29;  section  30,  E'/2,  E'/2W'4, 
and  W '4 SW'4;  section  31,  E'/2,  SW'4,  and 
N'/2NW'4;  section  32,  all; 

T.  19  N.,  R.  23  E„  sections  2,  4,  6,  8,  10,  12, 
14,  16,  18,  20,  22,  24,  26,  28,  30,  32,  34,  and  36/ 

T.  19  N.,  R.  24  E.,  sections  2,  4,  6,  8,  10,  12, 
14,  16,  18,  20,  22,  24,  26,  28,  30,  32,  34,  and/&6; 

T.  19  N„  R.  25  E.,  sections  2,  4,  6,  8.  id,  12, 
14,  16,  18,  20,  22,  24,  26,  28,  30,  32,  34,  gild  36; 

T.  19  N.,  R.  26  E.,  section  2,  all;  section  4, 
E'/2E>/2,  W'/2W'/2,  NE'4NW'4,  prt7'4NE'4, 
SE'4SW'4,  and  SW'4SE'4;  sections  6,  8.  10, 
12,  14,  16',  18,  20.  and  22;  section  24,  N'4, 
SW'4,  and  NW'4SE'4;  section 26,  N'/2,  SW'4, 
and  NW'4  SE'4;  sections  2!/' 30,  32,  and  34; 
section  36,  all  except  NW,%  NW  % ; 

T.  19  N.,  R.  27  E„  section  2,  all  except 
S'/2SE'4  and  N'4SW%/  section  4,  all;  sec¬ 
tion  6,  all  except  S'4SE'4;  section  8,  E'/2SE'4, 
NE'4,  and  NE'4NW'4;  section  10,  all 
except  SW'4  SE'4/  section  12,  all  except 
SW'4  NW'4;  secti'on  14,  N'/2  and  N'/2SW'4; 
section  16,  all' Section  18,  N'/2NW'4,  SW'4- 
NE'4,  E'/2SW4,  W'/2SE'4,  and  SE'4SE'4; 
section  20,  N'4  and  NE'4SE'4;  section  22, 
SE'4,  E'4sfa'4.  SW'4SW'4,  and  NW'4NW'4; 
section  ?4,  SW'4SW'4;  section  26,  all;  sec¬ 
tion  28/all  except  NW'4NW'4;  section  30,  all 
except' NW'4  NW'4;  sections  32,  34,  35,  and 
36;y 

T.  19  N„  R.  28  E.,  sections  1  and  2;  section 
3<E'4;  section  4,  all  except  SW'4  SW'4;  sec¬ 
tion  6,  SE'4,  S ’4 SW'4,  and  Sy2Ny2;  section 
8,  SE'4,  W '4 NE'4,  and  that  part  of  the 
E'4NE'4  lying  north  and  east  of  Soda  Lake 
meander  line;  section  10,  all  except  SW'4* 


and  NE'4NE'4;  section  24,  N'4NW'4  /nd 
N\y'4NE'4;  section  27,  NW'4;  section'  28, 
N'4x  section  29,  N'4  except  SW'4NW'/;  sec¬ 
tion-36,  S'4S'4.  / 

T.  i'Q  N.,  R.  30  E.,  section  2,  N“W'4  and 
W'/2NE'4;  section  3,  W'4  and  Nlj%;  sections 
4  through  7,  inclusive;  section  8,  W'4  and 
NE'4;  section  18,  N'4  and  W'4SW'4;  sec¬ 
tion  23,  NE '//I  W'4;  section  24,  S'4,  E'4  NW'4, 
and  wy2NE '4gE'4NE'4 ;  /section  25,  all; 
section  26,  SE'4  and  S'4  NE'4;  section  27, 
SE'4SW'4  and  Wy2NWf^4;  section  28,  W'4, 
W'4SE'4,  SE'4SE'4^  rind  E'4NE'4;  section 
29,  all;  section  30,  SE'4  and  S'4SW'4; 
section  31,  S'4,  W'i'NW'4,  and  E'4  NE'4; 
sections  32  thro/gh  36,  inclusive. 

T.  19  N.,  R.  3}  E.,  sections  1  through  3,  in¬ 
clusive;  section  4,  E'4\  E'4  W'4,  and 

SW'4  SW'4 :  ,/ection  6,  Ny2NW'4;  section  8, 
S '4 SE'4;  sections  9  through' ,11,  inclusive; 
sections  14  through  16,  inclusive;  section  17, 
E'4,  S\tf'4,  and  NE'4NW'4;  Section  18, 
E'4  SE'4;  section  19,  S'4,  E'4NW'4,  and 
NE'4NEJ4;  sections  20  through  22,  inclusive; 
sections' 27  through  34,  inclusive;  »\ 

/T.  20  N.,  R.  23  E.,  section  20,  S'4;  section 
/2,  S'4;  sections  24,  26,  28,  30,  32,  34,  and 


/  T.  20  N.,  R.  24  E„  section  10,  NW'4;  sd 
tion  12,  W'4NE'4  and  N'4NW'4;  section  1^ 
all;  section  18,  S'4SE'4,  NE'4SE'4,  NW'4' 
NE'4,  and  NW'4;  sections  20  and  22;  section 
24,  SW'4  and  SW'4NW'4;  sections  26,  28,  30, 
32,  34,  and  36; 

T.  20  N.,  R.  25  E.,  sections  2,  4,  6,  8,  10,  12, 
14,  and  16;  section  18,  S'4NE'4  less  railroad 
right-of-way;  section  22,  S'4SW'4;  section 
24,  NE'4  and  NE'4NW'4;  sections  26,  28,  30, 
32,  34,  and  36; 

T.  20  N.,  R.  26  E.,  sections  4,  6,  8,  16,  18,  and 
20;  section  26,  N'4,  SE'4,  and  NW'4SW'4; 
sections  28  and  30;  section  32,  all  except 
E'4NE'4NE'4;  section  34,  SE'4,  E'4SW'4, 
SW  y4  SW'4,  SW'4  NW'4,  and  SE'4  NE'4;  sec¬ 
tion  36,  all; 

T.  20  N.,  R.  27  E„  sections  2,  10,  12,  14,  16, 
18,  20,  22,  24,  26,  28,  30,  32,  34,  and  36; 

T.  20  N.,  R.  28  E„  sections  2,  4,  6,  8,  10  12, 
14,  16,  18,  20,  22,  24,  25,  26,  28,  and  30;  section 
32,  E'4,  NE'4  NW'4,  W'4SW'4,  and  SE'4 
SW'4;  section  34,  all;  section  35,  S'4;  sec¬ 
tion  36,  all; 

T.  20  N.,  R.  29  E.,  sections  4,  6,  and  8;  sec¬ 
tion  10,  W '4  NW'4,  NE'4  NW'4,  SE'4NE'4, 
SE'4,  E'4SW'4,  and  SW'4SW'4;  section  12, 
all;  section  13,  S'4,  NE'4,  NE'4NW'4,  and 
SW'4NW'4;  section  14,  E'4,  E'4SW'4, 

SW'4  SW'4,  SE'4,  NW'4.  and  NW‘/4NW'/4; 
section  15,  NE'4,  N'4  NW'4,  SE'4NW'4, 

NE'4SW'4,  NW'4SE'4,  and  SE'4SE'4;  sec¬ 
tion  16,  W'4;  sections  18  and  20;  section 


31,  E'4  SW'4;  section  33,  E'4,  SW'4,  and 
SE'4  NW'4;  sections  34  through  36,  inclusive; 

T.  20  N.,  R.  32  E.,  sections  3  through  10, 
inclusive;  sections  16  through  21,  inclusive; 
sections  29  and  30; 

T.  21  N„  R.  25  E„  sections  12,  14,  24,  26, 
28,  34,  and  36; 

T.  21  N„  R.  26  E„  sections  4,  6,  8,  18,  20,  28, 
30,  and  32; 

T.  21  N.,  R.  27  E.,  section  36,  all; 

T.  21  N„  R.  28  E„  sections  12,  14,  22,  24,  26, 
28,  32,  34,  and  36; 

T.  21  N.,  R.  29  E.,  sections  2,  4,  6,  8,  10,  12, 
14,  16,  18,  20,  22,  24,  26,  28,  30,  32,  34,  and  36; 

T.  21  N„  R.  30  E.,  sections  2,  4,  6,  8,  10,  12, 
14,  16,  18,  20,  22,  24,  25,  26,  28,  30,  32,  34,  35, 
and  36; 

T.  21  N.,  R.  31  E.,  sections  1,  2,  4,  and  6; 
sections  8  through  36,  inclusive; 

T.  21  N.,  R.  32  E.,  sections  2  through  11, 
inclusive;  sections  14  through  22,  inclusive; 
sections  27  through  34,  inclusive; 

T.  22  N„  R.  26  E.,  sections  2,  4,  10,  12,  14, 
22,  24,  26,  28,  30,  32,  34,  and  36; 

T.  22  N.,  R.  29  E.,  sections  2,  4,  6,  8,  10,  12, 
14,  16,  18,  20,  22,  24,  26,  28,  30,  32,  34,  and  36; 

T.  22  N.,  R.  30  E.,  sections  2,  4,  6,  8,  10,  12, 
14,  16,  18,  20,  22,  24,  26,  28,  30,  32,  34,  and  36; 

T.  22  N.,  R.  31  E.,  sections  2,  4,  6,  8,  10,  12, 
14,  16,  18,  20,  22,  24,  26,  28,  30,  32,  34,  and  36; 
T.  22  N.,  R.  32  E.,  sections  1,  2,  4,  6,  and  8; 
action  9,  E  y2;  sections  10  through  16,  inclu¬ 
sive;  sections  18  and  20;  sections  22  through 
36,  inclusive; 

N.,  R.  33  E.,  sections  6,  7,  and  18; 

T.  23\N.,  R.  26  E.,  sections  26,  34,  and  36; 

T.  23  If-,  R.  29  E.,  sections  24,  26,  32,  34, 
and  36;  \ 

T.  23  N.,  I{.  30  E.,  sections  8,  10,  12,  14,  16, 
18,  20,  22,  24,  26,  28,  30,  32,  34,  and  36; 

T.  23  N.,  R.  3}  E.,  sections  2,  4,  6,  8,  10,  12, 
14,  16,  18,  20,  22/24,  26,  28,  30,  32,  34,  and  36; 

T.  23  N.,  R.  32  H,  sections  2,  4,  6,  8,  10,  12, 
14,  16,  18,  20,  22,  \4,  26,  28,  30,  32,  34,  35, 
and  36; 

T.  23  N.,  R.  33  E.,  seotions  30  and  31; 

T.  24  N.,  R.  31  E„  sections  24,  26,  32,  34, 
and  36; 

T.  24  N.,  R.  32  E.,  sections  20,  22,  26,  28, 
80,  32,  and  34. 

The  statement  by  Mr.  McCarran  is  as 
follows; 

Statement  by  Senator  McCarran 

I  am  the  first  to  appreciate  the  landmark 
effect  this  legislation  might  well  have  across 
the  length  and  breadth  of  this  country.  It 
is  my  firm  conviction  that  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  when  It  has  been  repaid  every  dol¬ 
lar  of  its  investment,  should  divest  itself  of 
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ownership  and  control.  Those  responsibili¬ 
ties,  and  the  advantages  and  disadvantages 
inherent  in  them,  should  be  placed  in  the 
farmers  who  have  paid  in  their  hard-earned 
dollars  on  repayment  contracts.  That  is  the 
basic  purpose  of  this  bill. 

If  I  might'  take  several  minutes,  I  would 
like  to  turn  Back  the  pages  of  history  on 
federally  financed  reclamation  development 
in  this  country.  \One  of  my  late  distin¬ 
guished  predecessors  who  represented  the 
State  of  Nevada  in  b'dth  Houses  of  the  Con¬ 
gress  was  the  Honorable.  Francis  G.  Newlands, 
popularly  called  the  father  of  reclamation 
development  in  the  United,  States. 

He  introduced  the  first '  -reclamation  act 
in  1901  while  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Rep¬ 
resentatives.  He  worked  against  great  odds 
for  the  passage  of  this  act  in  1902.  President 
Theodore  Roosevelt  paid  him  the 'highest  of 
compliments  for  his  foresight  and  under¬ 
standing  at  the  time  the  act  was  signed  into 
law.  \ 


Federal  Government  which  envisoned  the 
need  for  great  reclamation  development  and 
used  the  State  of  Nevada  and  its  farmers  as 
the  trial  stage. 

I  believe  it  wholly  consistent  that  Nevada 
as  the  site  of  the  first  reclamation  project 
should  also  be  the  site  of  the  first  such  proj¬ 
ect  that  the  Federal  Government  returns  to 
ownership  and  control  of  the  people  it  was 
designed  to  serve. 


other  purposes,  which  was  orders 
lie  on  the  table  and  to  be 

(For  text  of  amendment  referred  to, 
see  the  foregoing  notice.) 


JURISDICTION  OVER  SUBMERGED 
LANDS  OF  OUTER  CONTINENTAL 
SHELF— AMENDMENTS 

Mr.  DANIEL  submitted  an  amendment 
intended  to  be  proposed  by  him  to  the 
bill  (S.  1901)  to  provide  for  the  jurisdic¬ 
tion  of  the  United  States  over  the  sub- 


NOTICE  OF  CONSIDERATION  OF 
CERTAIN  NOMINATIONS  BY  COM¬ 
MITTEE  ON  FOREIGN  RELATIONS 

Mr.  WILEY.  Mr^, ''President,  the  Sen¬ 
ate  received  today  the  nominations  of 
Irving  Salomon/ of  California,  to  be  a 
Representative. 'of  the  United.  States  of 
America  to  the  Second  Extraordinary 
Session  of  the  General  Conference  of  the 
United  Nations  Educational,  Scientific, 
and  Cultural  Organization,  and  Mrs. 
Elizabeth  E.  Heffelfinger,  of  Minnesota, 
to  be-the  Alternate  Representative  of  the 


merged  lands  of  the  outer  Continental 

Shelf,  and  to  authorize  the  Secretary  ofr  Wed' ‘states  of  America  “to  the  Second 
OnG  year  later  the  country  s  first  reclctijici"  the  IntGiioi  to  16USG  such  lariQS  101  cei  —  EXtr&orciiriciry  Session  of  the  Grenersil 
tion  project  was  authorized  by  the  Congr^s  tain  purposes,  which  was  ordered  to  lie  .Conference  of  the  United  Nations  Educa- 


development  was  named  the  Newlands  proj-  tended  to  be  pr0p0Sed  by  him  to  Senate  °  - 
ect  in  honor  of  Senator  Newlands.  -  “ 

I  need  not  recount  what  reclamation  has 
meant  to  the  Nation  and  especially  the  West 


I  give  notice  that  these  nomina¬ 
tions  will  be  considered  by  the  Foreign 


in  developing  natural  resources,  irrigating 
untold  thousands  of  acres  of  farmlands,  har¬ 
nessing  water  power,  and  building  industrial 
empires. 

Originally  the  Newlands’  project  was  de¬ 
signed  to  place  under  cultivation  some  20,000 
acres  of  arid  Navada  land  in  addition  to  pro¬ 
viding  hydroelectric  power  in  the  Truckee- 
Carson  River  Basins.  Today  that  project  has 
53,458  acres  under  cultivation,  and  carrying 
out  the  prophecy  of  the  late  Senator  New¬ 
lands,  the  desert  has  bloomed. 

The  project  includes  storage  facilities  at 
Lake  Tahoe  on  the  Nevada-California  border 
and  Boca  Reservoir  on  the  Truckee  River  and 
the  Lahontan  Reservoir  on  the  main  Carson 
River.  In  addition  there  are  many  miles  of 
canals,  a  powerplant  at  Lahontan  Dam,  dis¬ 
tribution  and  drainage  systems,  pipelines, 
power-distribution  lines,  telephones  and  tel¬ 
ephone  lines,  and  some  buildings,  in  addition 
to  the  land  involved. 

I  might  point  out  that  the  farmers  on  the 


bill  19°  1  supra,  which  was  ordered  tp  lie  Relations  Committee  after  6  days  have 

on  the  table  and  to  be  printed.  /  ...  .  . 

Mr/ CASE  (for  himself  and  Mr.  Mc¬ 


Clellan)  submitted  an  amendment  in¬ 
tended  to.  be  proposed  by  them,  jointly/ 
to  SenateNbill  1901,  supra, /which  was! 
ordered  to  fie  on  the  table  and  to  be j 
printed.  \  / 

Mr.  ELLENDER  (for.  himself  and  Mr.j 
Long)  submitted ■  amghdments  intended] 
to  be  proposed  by  ti/em,  jointly,  to  Sen-' 
ate  bill  1901,  supra'  Which  were  ordered! 
to  lie  on  the  table  an'd.  to  be  printed. 

/  \ 

NOTICE  Of  MOTION  TO  SUSPEND 
THE  RU^E— AMENDMENT  TO  CIVIL 
FUNCTIONS  APPROPRIATION  BILL 


expired  in  accordance  with  the  commit¬ 
tee  rule. 


Mr.  .  KNOWLAND  submitted  the  fol¬ 


lowing  notice  in  writing 
Ilf  accordance  with  rule  XL  of  the  Stand¬ 
ing  Rules  of  the  Senate,  I  hereby  give  notice 
Newlands’  project  have  been  the  victims  of  ih  writing  that  it  is  my  intention  to  move 

»vM-i1Hnln  vn  ietcVne  TrrV»ir*V»  ovnori  oneo  Viqc  .  t.n  RIlRnPUd  TIP  VQ  Crrd  nVl  A  C»f  'VT7T  f, 


multiple  mistakes  which  experience  has 


given  the  Reclamation  Bureau  a  better  per-' 
spective  and  guidance  from  which  the  coun¬ 
try  has  benefited.  It  was  a  trial-and-error 
operation  by  necessity,  but  the  farmers  of 
Nevada  paid  for  those  mistakes.  Now  they 
believe  they  have  earned  the  right/ to  own 
and  control  the  project  which  their  labors 
have  purchased.  / 

The  Truckee-Carson  irrigation  district 
contracted  with  the  Federal  {Government  in 
December  1926,  to  become'  the  operating 
agency  of  the  Newlands’  project  and  a  re¬ 
payment  program  was  begun.  Today  the 
farmers  have  an  outstanding  indebtedness  of 
less  than  $300,000  owing  to  the  Federal  Gov¬ 


ernment. 


At  a  time  in  the'  near  future  when  these 
farmers  have  repaid  every  dollar  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment’s  investment,  I  believe  those  farm¬ 
ers  should  be  given  full  ownership.  Such 
would  be  to  .the  best  interests  of  the  Federal 
Government.  It  would  be  divested  of  future 
expenses/tmd  the  criteria  of  private  enter¬ 
prise  from  governmental  investment  would 
be  seized. 

This  legislation  is  not  a  Department  of 
Interior  bill  although  I  am  most  hopeful  that 
the  Department  will  sanction  its  passege. 

/My  bill  merely  restates  the  demands  of  the 
people  of  my  State. 

I  believe  this  bill  truly  represents  democ¬ 
racy  at  work  where  the  farmers  themselves 
by  their  initiative  and  years  of  toil  have  re-  ’ 
paid  construction  and  Interest  costs  to  a 


to  suspend  paragraph  4  of  rule  XVI  for  the 
purpose  of  proposing  to  the  bill  (H.  R.  5376) 
making  appropriations  for  civil  functions  ad¬ 
ministered  by  the  Department  of  the  Army 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1954,  and 
for  other  purposes,  the  following  amend¬ 
ment,  namely:  On  page  4,  line  23,  after  the 
matter  stricken  out,  insert  the  following: 
“ :  Provided,  further,  That  funds  appropriated 
herein  may  at  the  discretion  and  under  the 
direction  of  the  Chief  of  Engineers  be  used 
in  payment  to  the  accounts  of  the  Confed¬ 
erated  Tribes  of  the  Yakima  Reservation;  the 
Confederated  Tribes  of  the  Warm  Springs 
Reservation;  the  Confederated  Tribes  of  the 
Umatilla  Reservation;  or  other  recognized 
Indian  tribes,  and  those  individual  Indians 
not  enrolled  in  any  recognized  tribe,  but 
who  through  domicile  at  or  in  the  imme¬ 
diate  vicinity  of  the  reservoir  and  through 
custom  and  usage  are  found  to  have  an 
equitable  interest  in  the  fishery,  all  of  whose 
fishing  rights  and  interests  will  be  impaired 
by  th  Government  incident  to  the  construc¬ 
tion,  operation,  or  maintenance  of  the  Dalles 
Dam,  Columbia  River,  Wash,  and  Oreg.,  and 
must  be  subordinated  thereto  by  agreement 
or  litigation.” 


WHEAT  FOR  PAKISTAN 

Mr.  KNOWLAND.  Mr.  President,  I 
ask  unanimous  consent  that  the  Senate 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  a  priv¬ 
ileged  matter,  which  is  Senate  bill  2112, 
to  provide  for  the  transfer  of  price-sup¬ 
port  wheat  to  Pakistan,  which  has  been 
amended  by  the  House.  It  is  noncontro- 
versial,  involving  merely  the  matter  of 
accepting  the  House  amendment  which 
adds  only  three  words  to  the  bill. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the 
Senate  the  amendment  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  to  the  bill  (S.  2112)  to 
provide  for  the  transfer  of  price-support 
wheat  ot  Pakistan,  which  was,  on  page  3, 
line  9,  after  “the”,  where  it  appears  the 
second  time,  insert  “people  of  the.” 

Mr.  AIKEN.  Mr.  President,  the  House 
has  deliberated  on  this  bill  in  the  past  2 
days  and  passed  it  yesterday  with  an 
amendment  which  adds  three  words  to 
the  bill.  On  page  3,  paragraph  (b),  in¬ 
stead  of  reading  “to  give  full  and  contin¬ 
uous  publicity  in  Pakistan  to  the  assist¬ 
ance  furnished  by  the  United  States,” 
the  amendment  would  make  it  read,  “to 
give  full  and  continuous  publicity  in 
Pakistan  to  the  assistance  furnished  by 
the  people  of  the  United  States.” 

The  administration  has  no  objection 
to  the  amendment,  and  I  know  of  no  ob¬ 
jection  to  it.  I,  therefore,  move  that 
the  Senate  concur  in  the  House  amend¬ 
ment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


)IX 


Mr.  KNOWLAND  also  submitted  an 
amendment  intended  to  be  proposed  by 
him  to  House  bill  5376,  making  appro¬ 
priations  for  civil  functions  administered 
by  the  Department  of  the  Army  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1954,  and  for 


ADDRESSES,  EDITORIALS,  ARTICLES, 

ETC.,  PRINTED  IN  THE  APPEI 

On  request,  and  by  unanimous 
sent,  addresses,  editorials,  articles, 
were  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Ap\ 
pendix;  as  follows:  \ 

By  Mr.  WILEY: 

Address  delivered  by  him  before  American 
Veterans  of  World  War  II  convention  In  Be¬ 
loit,  Wis.,  June  20,  1953, 


( 


Public  Law  77  -  83d  Congress 
Chapter  150  -  1st  Session 
S.  2112 


AN  ACT 


All  67  Stat.  80. 


To  provide  for  the  transfer  of  price-support  wheat  to  Pakistan. 


Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Ilejrresentatives  of  the 
United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled ,  That,  notwithstand-  Pakistan, 
ing  the  provisions  of  any  other  law,  t lie  Commodity  Credit  Corpora-  wheat, 
tion  is  authorized  and  directed  to  make  available  to  the  President 
out  of  wheat  stocks  acquired  through  price-support  operations  not 
to  exceed  one  million  long  tons  of  wheat,  during  the  period  ending 
June  30,  1954,  for  transfer  to  the  Government  of  Pakistan  upon  such 
terms  and  conditions  as  the  President  determines  appropriate,  of 
which  seven  hundred  thousand  tons  may  be  made  available  in  order 
\  to  alleviate  starvation  and  mass  suifering  threatened  by  famine 
/  conditions  in  Pakistan  and  not  to  exceed  three  hundred  thousand  tons 
to  provide  such  reserve  supply  as  he  may  determine  to  be  a  necessary 
supplement  to  such  emergency  assistance.  Commodity  Credit  Cor-  Delivery, 
poration  shall  deliver  the  wheat  on  board  vessels  in  United  States 
ports  as  directed  by  the  President.  At  least  50  per  centum  of  the 
gross  tonnage  of  wheat  made  available  under  this  Act  and  transported 
from  the  United  States  on  ocean  vessels  shall  be  so  transported  on 
United  States  flag  vessels  to  the  extent  practicable  and  to  the  extent 
such  vessels  are  available  at  market  rates  for  United  States  flag  vessels. 

Sec.  2.  For  the  purpose  of  making  payments  to  the  Commodity  Appropriation. 
Credit  Corporation  for  commodities  disposed  of  hereunder,  there  are 
hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  out  of  any  moneys  in  the 
Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  such  sums  as  are  equal  to  the 
Corporation’s  investment  in  such  commodities,  including  handling 
costs,  plus  the  costs  incurred  in  making  deliveries  hereunder.  Any 
funds  or  other  assets  available  to  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation 
may  be  used,  in  advance  of  such  appropriation  or  payments,  for 
carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this  Act. 

Sec.  3.  No  assistance  under  authority  of  this  Act  shall  be  made  u.  s. -Pakistan 
available  until  an  agreement  is  entered  into  between  Pakistan  and  the  agreement. 
United  States  containing  the  following  undertakings,  and  any  others 
the  President  may  determine  to  be  desirable  to  carry  out  the  purposes 
of  this  Act,  on  the  part  of  Pakistan  : 

(a)  To  distribute  the  supplies  made  available  under  this  Act  among 
the  people  of  Pakistan  without  discrimination  and  to  provide  such 
supplies  free  of  cost  to  persons  who,  by  virtue  of  circumstances  beyond 
their  control,  are  unable  to  pay  for  them. 

(b)  To  give  full  and  continuous  publicity  in  Pakistan  to  the  assist¬ 
ance  furnished  by  the  people  of  the  United  States. 

(c)  To  permit  persons  designated  by  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  to  observe  without  restriction  the  distribution  in  Pakistan  of 
supplies  made  available  under  authority  of  this  Act. 

(d)  To  deposit  in  a  special  account  amounts  of  the  currency  of 
Pakistan  equivalent  to  the  amounts  of  such  currency  accruing  to  the 
Government  of  Pakistan  from  the  import  and  sale  of  commodities 
furnished  as  a  grant  hei'eunder,  this  account  to  be  utilized  as  may  be 
agreed  upon  by  the  United  States  and  the  Government  of  Pakistan  for 
the  benefit  of  the  people  of  Pakistan  in  programs  to  increase  food 
production  and  in  other  projects  and  programs  in  the  mutual  interest 
of  the  United  States  and  Pakistan. 

(e)  To  allocate  to  the  use  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
5  per  centum  of  the  local  currency  account  established  in  subsection 
(d)  for  use,  in  accordance  with  applicable  United  States  laws,  for  local 
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All  67  Stat. 


Termination. 


Foreign 
credits . 

66  Stat.  662. 
31  USC  724. 


Pub.  Law  77 

81. _ _ _ _ 

currency  requirements  of  the  United  States,  including  administrative 
and  operating  expenses  in  Pakistan  in  connection  with  assistance  sup¬ 
plied  by  the  United  States. 

(f)  To  pursue  all  appropriate  measures  to  reduce  its  relief  needs 
and  to  increase  production  and  supply  and  improve  distribution  of 
foodstuffs  within  Pakistan  so  as  to  lessen  the  danger  of  similar  emer¬ 
gencies  in  the  future. 

Sec.  4.  All  or  any  part  of  the  assistance  provided  hereunder  shall 
be  terminated  by  the  President  whenever  he,  or  Congress  by  con¬ 
current  resolution,  determines  that  because  of  changed  conditions 
continuation  of  assistance  is  unnecessary  or  undesirable.  Termina¬ 
tion  of  assistance  to  Pakistan  under  this  section  may  include  the 
termination  of  deliveries  of  all  supplies  scheduled  under  this  Act  and 
not  yet  delivered. 

Sec.  5.  Nothing  contained  in  this  Act  shall  affect  the  applicability 
of  section  1415  of  the  Supplemental  Appropriation  Act,  1953  or  other 
provisions  of  law  to  the  local  currency  allocated  to  the  use  of  the 
United  States  in  accordance  with  the  agreement  provided  for  in 
section  3. 

Approved  June  25,  1953. 


( 
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IMMEDIATE  RELEASE 


JUNE  2^,  1953 


JAMES  C.  HAGERTY,  PRESS  SECRETARY  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 


THE  WHITE  HOUSE 

STATEMENT  BY  THE  PRESIDENT 
UPON  THE  SIGNING  OF  THE  PAKISTAN  WHEAT  AID  ACT 

I  am  deeply  gratified  to  sign  this  Act  which  makes  it 
possible  to  send  up  to  one  million  tons  of  wheat  to  help  avert 
famine  among  the  people  of  Pakistan.  We  are  fortunate  in  being 
able  to  help  them  by  sharing  some  of  the  fruits  of  our  labor  and 
soil. 


Americans  have  a  strong  feeling  of  friendship  for  the 
people  of  Pakistan.  We  have  great  admiration  for  this  young 
country  which  is  engaged  in  a  valiant  and  determined  effort  to 
overcome  problems  of  tremendous  magnitude.  Their  efforts  remind 
us  of  the  turmoil  and  struggle  of  our  own  early  days  —  and  the 
struggle  which  confronts  us  on  a  broader  scale  today. 

We  are  proud  to  have  such  staunch  friends  as  the  people  of 
Pakistan,  who  are  dedicated  to  the  democratic  way  of  life.  We  are 
happy  to  be  able  to  respond  to  their  need  with  this  aid. 

The  swift  action  by  the  Congress  in  making  possible  this 
aid,  within  two  weeks  after  my  message  requesting  such  assistance, 
reflects  the  sympathy  and  concern  of  the  people  of  the  United  States 
for  the  people  of  Pakistan. 

Our  sincere  hopes  for  peace  and  prosperity  go  with  this 

grain. 
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IMMEDIATE  RELEASE 


JUNE  25,  1953 


JAMES  C.  HAGERTY,  PRESS  SECRETARY  TO  THE  PRESIDENT 


THE  WHITE  HOUSE 

STATEMENT  BY  THE  PRESIDENT 
UPON  THE  SIGNING  OF  THE  PAKISTAN  WHEAT  AID  ACT 

I  am  deeply  gratified  to  sign  this  Act  which  makes  it 
possible  to  send  up  to  one  million  tons  of  wheat  to  help  avert 
famine  among  the  people  of  Pakistan.  We  are  fortunate  in  being 
able  to  help  them  by  sharing  some  of  the  fruits  of  our  labor  and 
soil. 


Americans  have  a  strong  feeling  of  friendship  for  the 
people  of  Pakistan.  We  have  great  admiration  for  this  young 
country  which  is  engaged  in  a  valiant  and  determined  effort  to 
overcome  problems  of  tremendous  magnitude.  Their  efforts  remind 
us  of  the  turmoil  and  struggle  of  our  own  early  days  —  and  the 
struggle  which  confronts  us  on  a  broader  scale  today. 

We  are  proud  to  have  such  staunch  friends  as  the  people  of 
Pakistan,  who  are  dedicated  to  the  democratic  way  of  life.  We  are 
happy  to  be  able  to  respond  to  their  need  with  this  aid. 

The  swift  action  by  the  Congress  in  making  possible  this 
aid,  within  two  weeks  after  my  message  requesting  such  assistance, 
reflects  the  sympathy  and  concern  of  the  people  of  the  United  States 
for  the  people  of  Pakistan. 

Our  sincere  hopes  for  peace  and  prosperity  go  with  this 

grain. 
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